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1. INTRCDUCTIONs TFi PRCBL.

"What is past is prologue"
(Iational Archives)

A great deal has been written during the past decade on

the subject of military history, its nature, its uses and

especially its role in the professional development of

military officers. While the approaches and facets of the

problem vary, the general theme decries the loss of histor-

ical awareness, perspective and judgment within the military.

Characterizations of the United States Army officer corps in

such terms as "historically illiterate," "ignorant of mili-

tary history" and "historically naive," tend to get
r 1

attention.

Not surprisingly some of the shrillest voices so raised

are those of avowed critics of the military. Others, notably

many members of the so-called "military reform movement,"

seem truly concerned with what they view as a problem of

institutional fixation on science and management, at the

expense of leadership and the art of warfare. But many of

those also lamenting this inattention to military history

are from within the services, both officers and civilian

professionals.

Symptomatic of this lack of serious study of warfare and

military history, they contend, is the Army's failure to

produce strategists, planners, tacticians and, especially

theorists. The art of war cannot be learned through the

study of management, engineering or political science; great
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generalship is not a product of an Officer Personnel

* ? Management System (OWS) specialty. Most consternating of

* :this line of criticism is the implication that such American

military failures as Vietnam, the Iayaguez affair and the

abortive Iranian rescue attempt are direct consequences of

a lack of seriousness toward the study of war and its

history. The latter fiasco, for example, defense analyst

Edward N. Luttwak attributes directly to the planners havinE

been "quite ignorant of the history of commando operations."
2

Whole volumes exploring the Army's failings in Vietnam

have focused on our apparent lack of historical perspective

in understanding the nature of the war and its problems.

Moreover, this argument goes, fascinated with hardware,

imbued with a system management approach and motivated by

selfish careerism, the officer corps has lost touch with the

theory and operational art of war. So serious does Repre-

sentative Newt Gingrich see this problem that he advocates a

"revolution" in our approach to strategy and doctrine and

urges us to replace our "bureaucratic/administrative" Army

with a "professional, soldierly" one.
3

An influential member of the Senate Armed Services

Committee, Senator Gary Hart, in answering his own question

"What's Wrong with the Military?" insists that the services

have become mired in a "bureaucratic behavior" mold which

the officer education system and promotion process have

institutionalized. To ask how all this came about, the

Senator asserts, partially answers itself, "If the military

2
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schools do not provide an education in the art of war, and

if those who educate themselves and act on their knowledge

are not promoted, there will be few at the top to see the

need. '4 Similarly, writing in Harper's, Jeffery Record sees

a lack of serious study of warfare and its nature having led

to a mindset which inevitably seeks technological, adminis-

trative, or managerial solutions to problems of the battle-

field.5 In words certainly calculated to get the military's

attention, an academician and frequent defense consultant

writes that "the distinguishing characteristic of American
.6

officers is their lack of interest in the art of war."

All three critics just discussed place the blame

squarely on the paucity of historical study. "Inattention to

the history of warfare," notes Jeffrey Record, "is perhaps

the greatest weakness in the training of American military

officers."7 After berating the officer corps severely for

its "ignorance of the military art," Edward Luttwak echos

the theme that the root cause lies in the staff and war

colleges treating military history as "a marginal embellish-

ment instead of... the very core of military education."8

Likewise, Senator Hart expressed dismay in finding greater

interest in the services in aerobics and running than in

military his7tory. He cites as evidence a recent Command and

General Staff College reduction of a military history reading

requirement from ten books to four to allow for an expanded
9

physical training program.

The overall argument of the "military reformers" seems

3



flawed in two principal ways, first, by stretching evidence

of inattention to history into causes of institutional fail-

ings and, secondly, by ignoring numerous initiatives within

the Army to correct what has long been recognized by some

officers as a serious problem. Their criticisashowever, that

Army schools have failed to give adequate atteation to

military history and of a resultant historical ignorance

among Army officers were essentially valid.

That this situation was recognized within the Army is

evidenced by Department of the Army in 1971 directing a

review of the Army's need for the study of military history.

An ad hoc committee formed under the chairmanship of the

eminently qualified Head of the History Department, United

States Yilitary Academy, Colonel Thomas E. Griess, and in

just three months produced a four volume report with some

61 conclusions and 40 recommendations. Although the findings

were rather mild and conservative, they left little doubt of

the Army's need for the study of military history or of the

committee's view of the inadequacy of military history

instruction in the officer education system. Perhaps most

important though, was the committee's reaffirmation of the

need to develop "historical mindedness" in the officer corps
11

at large.

Unfortunately, this unique study seems not to have

received the attention it deserved at the Army's highest

levels. Nevertheless, although a complete turn-around cannot

be cited, some important steps have occured to resurrect
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military history to its former place as a vital element of

the Army officer's education. Enough steps have been taken,

says LTC Reg Shrader in a short but excellent review of the

subject, that "the issue now is not the quantity of the

corrective effort but its quality." 
1 2

Still,all of the criticisms noted above were written

since April 1980 showing that many people remain unconvinced.
Accordingly, the purpose of this paper is to determine how

the study of military history has fared at just one com-

ponent of the Army school system--albeit the capstone course,

the War College--and to assess trends in War College student

attitudes toward military history since the original 1971

study.

II. rILITARY EISTChY: ITS MEANING, VALU, AID USrS

"To be a sucoessful soldier, you must know history."
(George Patton)

For the purpose of this paper, the definition of

"military history" provided by Army Regulation 870-5 as "a

record of military and related activities in peace and war"

--though all encompassing--seems toobroad.1 3 Perhaps a more

exact statement is impossible; it has been said that history

has nearly as many definitions as there are historians.

However, since much of the controversy already discussed

lies in this very vagueness, an attempt will be made. While

recognizing the usefulness of studying the totality of past



human endeavors, here we will focus on those aspects contrib-

uting directly to illuminating the nature of warfare in its

tactical, operational and strategic dimensions--proper realm

for senior military thinkers. Again in this context, thE
categories enumerated by the Ad Hoc Committee--operational,

administrative/technical, and civil/military relationships

--take in more ground than we need include in a basic con-
14

ception of military history. Hence, herein the meaning

intended is the history of those operational activities

involved directly in the preparation for and actual conduct

of war.

Value.

Like any discipline, history has its advocates and

critics. Even professional academic historians who make

their living by it cannot agree on its value; some, in fact,

insist history should not be studied for any utilitarian

reason. Soldiers though, have traditionally sought a special

relationship to history which has emphasized its utility.
15

Rarely does one see mention of the study of "military"

history in context of any intrinsic value--such as an

exercise for intellectual improvement, enhancing critical

analysis skills, etc.

Although still couched in utilitarian terms, the latest

Army regulation on military history does acknowledge a number

of inherent values, such ass "enhances individual perception"

"complements experience;" and "sharpens the individual's

awareness of principles, ideas, concepts, and priorities.-
'16

6)

. . . . I I I I| II . . .



One would think the Army's recognition of such educational

benefits in an academic discipline would be sufficient to

place on it a very high priority, any other utility aside.

Indeed, "Leaders,...are encouraged to broaden their profess-

ional knowledge and skills through individual study of

military history and participation in formal education pro-

grams that include military history," says Army regulation.7

Yet as we shall see, acceptance in principle is not always

translated into practice.

If, in another sense, human nature and human character

are immutable and, as noted military historian Michael

Howard observes, war is "a distinct and repetitive form of

human behavior," one would think it worthy of study for its

own right.1 8 And if, after all, one considers war the most

important of all human endeavors, so much greater should be

our efforts to understand it. Yet, as Peter Paret laments,

"few enterprising minds are interested in war and in military

institutions for their own sake." 1 9 Unfortunately, we might

add that too many of the few are civilian scholars and

analysts. Finally, historical study can give one perspective

--an anchor in time, yet a liberation from the captive

present.

Uses

Little still exists of the utter skepticism displayed

by Walter Millis in 1956, when he concluded that "The advent

of nuclear arsenals has at least seemed to render most mil-

itary history... outdated and inapplicable."2 0 But thirty
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years of living with knowledge and information explosions,

tremendous technological advances and potential nuclear

holocaust led to this type of thinking in many circles. The

military was particularly effected. As Bernard Brodie aptly

noted, not only had the soldier's profession become vastly

more complex but his whole raison d'etre seemed to have

flip-flopped, from war-fighting to war-prevention.2 If the

past seemed to offer little of use in such a dramatically

changed and rapidly changing world, one should little wonder

that military history seemed meaninglbss to soldiers.

In this light, what might otherwise seem a very strange

first objective for the Army's new military history program,

makes more sense. It is:

To gain acceptance within the Army that ailitary
history is a basic source of knowledge for solving
military prob3ems, advancing the theory and actice
of military science, and managing resources.

Then, presumably after having gained the aforesaid accept-

ance, the Army's further objective is to "use e" military

history to achieve:

(1) Sound strategic and mobilization planning.

(2) Doctrine appropriate to the demands of modern war.

(3) Effective training and professional proficiency.

(4) Management knowledge and proficiency tempered by
experience.

(5) High individual morale and organizational esprit.
2 3

If it can do all this, one is amazed--unless the Army writes

regulations tongue-in-cheek--that resistance still exists to

greater incorporation, of military history in Army schools.

Finally, of a more general nature, three classic ways
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stand out in which history is uniquely useful to the

soldier. First, to use a phrase I coined elsewhere, histcry

is the "Soldier's laboratory." 24 It is the milieu to which

we must take our questions, hypotheses and theories for test-

ing. Granted it is imperfect in not providing the precisely

controlled conditions we would like; but it remains--as v e

cannot stage actual combat--the only "empirical basis" for

the study of war we have.2 5

Secondly, as so admirably stated by Bernard Brodie,

"i.ilitary history provides vicarious experience, broader in

scope and cheaper to acquire than that available to one

individual in his lifetime." 2 6 Even a combat seasoned officer

is limited by time and space from complete knowledge of the

relatively few battles he may get to experience directly.

Besides, only if one has developed the needed critical skills

is he likely to learn the correct lessons.

Thirdly, it must be from history, as Clausewitz

observed, that general truths of cause and effect relation-

ships are discerned. But one need not emulate the great

Prussian's quest of theory to gain from history more modest

insights into the nature of war or to improve understanding

of its imperatives.

III. TE ARIY WAR COLLEGE: PURPoSE, SCOPE, CURRICULI. .

"Vilitary history...is indeed the true school of war."
(Jomini)

From the previous discussion, the mission of the Army

9



War College "to provide professional military education in

land warfare" should sufficiently justify instruction in

military history. In fact, the list of functions prescribed

for the War College by the governing Army Regulation would

seem to demand it.2 7 So, what has caused the problems

discussed earlier and where has the Army 4ar College fit in

both the problems and solutions This is a much bigger

question than can be fully explored here; but certain aspects

of the War College's role must be touched upon.

Before World War II, authorities acknowledge that

military subjects were the sine qua non of the War College

curriculum and military history was at the core of most

instruction.28 In fact, like the German General Staff and

War College, an Historical Section constituted a significant

portion of the staff and faculty up to 1940. History, in this

pre-war period was used openly and directly observed the hd

Hoc Committee, in contrast to what it calls "less obvious or

'soft sell' use of history" in recent years. The differences

between the curricula of the two periods is so drastic, the

committee concluded, that they must be considered as
29

distinct eras.

After the ten year lapse in the Army War College funct-

ioning as a consequence of World War II, its reestablishment

on short notice in 1950 necessitated use of a curriculum very

similar to that of the last class in 1940. In the 1950- 51

academic year, approximately 32J of the 36 weeks (90.3) were

devoted to military subjects; and, although more difficult to

10



measure, historical study was clearly the dominant method.
30

eapidly however, as soon as deliberate curriculum form-

ulation could occur and with the arrival of LTG Edward I..

Almond as Commandant, the number of purely military subjects

compared to non-military began to wane. By the second academic

year the ratio was 70, to 30k and by the third year 65. tc;

35k. Moreover, better than one-third of the "studies" that

comprised the various subcourses in 1951 were totally hist-

orical; this proportion dropped to 27j in 1952 and a mere 3.

in 1955 (2 of 61). 31

This trend did indeed continue as shown in table 1 below,

but might have been even more drastic had CGeneral flmond been

able to implement all the recommendations of a civilia,

advisory group he invited to Carlisle Barracks. Among other

things, this group urged study of international politics,

American government, civil-military relations, position of

the United States in world affairs, American foreign policy

and national economics. 32 Apparently, only the disapproval

of the Commanding General, Army Field Forces, saying "time

in the Army War College course cannot be spared in which to

dwell excessively long on matters that are not primarily

United States Army affairs," prevented further civilianiza-

tion.

TABLE 1 - Military/i'on-military Content. 34

M IL NON-DIL
1951 9O 10%
1952 70% 30*
1953-56 66 t 34h
1957-60 53% 47%
1960-64 50% 50f
1981 317 695



Instruction in military history fared even worse, to

the extent that a 1957 study by DMasland and Radway observed:

14one of the Eenior Service colleges, with the
exception of the Air War College, attempt to provide
the student with a sense of historical perspectivE...
The consequence of this is an absence of concern for
the historical and theoretical aspects of security
problems.

Around the mid-1960's, a number of observers started to

suggest that with the bathwater had gone the baby. Edward

Katzenbach, a former Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense,

for example, believed that in "the war colleges ... the sense

of military professionalism has been on the wane." ioreover,

he asserted, "the curriculums ... of the War Colleges are

not designed to alleviate this decline in professionalism,

for they are not military service-oriented."3 6 Largely in

response to such criticism, the influential Haines Board

(LTG Ralph E. Haines, Chairman), met in 1966 and recommended:

1) continued military-oriented curriculum, 2) limiting ind-

ividual research to military subjects, and 3) establishment

of an elective program. It also recommended addition of in-

struction in operations research, systems analysis and auto-

matic data processing; but it took little note of the paucity

of military history taught.

The elective program which commenced in 1967-68 with

ten offerings also reflected the War College's lack of in-

terest in history. Despite its growth over four successive

years to 21 choices by 1971, the program still offered no

military history. Finally, in 1972, largely resulting from

the Ad Hoc Committee Report, the college offered the course

12



New Dimensions in Military history (representing 4.3X of the

total).

37Table 2 - Military history Electives

TCTAL r.IL.EIST.
(Range) (Range) (AVG)

68-71 10-21 0 0
72-76 23-52 1-2 4.5;
77-81 40-63 4-5 7.9w
1982 56 8 14.3,

Although the number of military history electives has

increased and may be sufficient, it should be noted that

disincentives to an individual taking them apparently exist.

Cfficers opting for the eight courses with substantial

history content this year, for instance, average only 7.5

per course compared to 13.1 for the other 48 electives. The

reason for this is not clear, especially in light of data

reflecting the tremendous interest in military history dis-

cussed in section IV. But the comment of one 1982 class

member--that, despite his belief in the value of history, he

felt compelled to take courses contributing more directly

to his OPKS specialty--may be instructive. In any case,

history courses should improve competitively as realization

of their importance to professionalism increases.

Along with improvement in history elective offerings,

the college also acted on Ad Hoc Committee recommendations by

filling three chairs in military history (one a visiting

professor in MHI) with prominent historians, by adding

uniformed historians to the faculty, and by encouraging

student exploitation of Military History Institute (WY.I)

13



resources--although the success of this latter effort is

mixed (see ficure 21-23, appendix A).

4hile this discussion has certainly been critical of

the Army Aar College curriculum, it has not intended to

imply culpability or even myopia by any persons group or

institution. After all, many smart people--educators,

historians and Army officers--believed as halter 1illis that

nuclear weapons had so drastically altered the nature of

warfare that combat had become one of the soldier's lesser

functions and military history nearly meaningless. They just

happened to be wrong.

IV. .THE WAR GOLLEGE STUDENTs BACKGROUND AND ATTITUDES

";e cannot escape history. v e will be remembered
in spite of ourselves."

(Abraham Lincoln)

The section following assesses the interest and back-

ground in military history of current US army War College

students and attempts to measure their collective attitude

toward its value and uses. This is accomplished by analysis

of responses to a questionnaire (appendix B) to which 178

members of the 1982 class replied during the month of karch.

Moreover, these data are compared to the results of a

similar survey conducted in 1971 by an ad hoc committee

created by Department of the Army.2 Although this earlier

effort surveyed the whole Army, the responses of Army War

College students could be separated for comparison. Thus,

even such highly subjective indicators as attitudes and

14
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beliefs are valuable in their reflection of trends when

compared with like data of eleven years earlier. Results are

portrayed graphically in appendix A, figures 1 thru 24. !he

questionnaire was developed to provide data directly cofr.par-

able with the 1971 results in determining the following:

S. The extent War College students have studied military
history. (see figures 5-7;.

L. kerceptions of the value and usefulness of military
history. (see figures 9-13).

0. How military history should be taught in the ,rmy
school system. (see figures 9-13).

D. Whether a military history specialty should be estao-
lished. (see figures 14-16).

In addition a number of new questions sought to measure the

extent to which the 1982 class:

A. Perceived the need for the study of military history
as an element of professional officer education (see
figures 17-20).

B. Involved themselves with military history reseurces
available at the Army War College. (see figures
21-24).

In general, the survey appears to have been quite suc-

cessful. Cf the 214 questionnaires distributed, 187, or a

surprising 88;,, responded; althoubh nine were too late for

inclusion in the computer assembled data. This provided a

data population of 178, comparable to the 186 responses (72.)

of the somewhat larger 1971 class. Although unsolicited,

numerous narrative comments from participants reflected

favorably on the need for such a study and showed genuine

interest in the results. Most importantly, all indications

are that respondents answered honestly and openly.

15



Survey population background

In light of the mention earlier of the Army War College

mission to teach "land warfare," it is astonishing to note

the trend in class make-up by branch; presently only 40. are

combat arms officers compared with 58- just 11 years ago.

(see figure 1). This decrease is accompanied by significant

increases in combat service support branches and "other"

which includes civilians and other services. The percentage

of combat support branches changed little. Eow "branch" or

service correlated with answers to other questions is an

important variable discussed later.

Although less of a surprise, another dramatic change in

class background is source of commission (see figure 2).

The percentage of Reserve Officer Training Corps (ROT2)

graduates rose from 30 to 56, with corresponding decreases

in United States hilitary Academy (USvA) (28. to 18') and

Officer Candidate School (cCS) (23% to 11c) graduates. A

sizeable number of battlefield commissions in the 1071

class probably explains the drop in "other;" this is sug-

gested by combat experience in World War II and Korea when

such commissions were more common (see figure 4).

Interesting trends also appear in the education level

and combat experience although these do not appear to be

significant variables in the way respondents answered other

questions. Over four-fifths of the present class have

advanced degrees compared with three-fifths in 1971. Few

today (1%) have combat experience in other than the Vietnam

16



war and a sizeable increase in those with no experience stems

from more civilians attending (see figures 3 & 4). The same

two percent represents the number with graduate degrees in

history--a very small percentage indeed for a profession

that must derive much of its corporate knowledge from this

discipline (see figure 5).

Extent of military history studied

Except for degree producing courses in history, this is

a difficult area to quantify. The paucity of graduate degrees

in history just noted, holds true also for undergraduate

study--eight percent (15 individuals) inclusive of the four

with graduate degrees. (Whether one had an undergraduate

degree in history was not asked in 1971--see figure 5). The

two additional means used to measure extent of historical

study, while ingeneous in concept, are somewhat flawed in

methodology. Cfficers were asked to indicate:

A. The extent they had studied military history
(occasional reading, intensive home study, college-
undergraduate, college-graduate, service school, or
other) (see figure 6).

B. Which books, from a selected list of thirty, they

had read (see figure 7).

Phrasing of the first question proved deficient in the

1971 survey by allowing participants to select multiple

responses rather than the most appropriate, thus prohibiting

determination of a true percentage or which exposure to

military history was most important (221 responses by 186

participants were redistributed as a percentage). As the

1982 question sought the most appropriate response, direct

17



comparison is suspect. Still, exposure to military history

in undergraduate school or service school was at least mean-

ingful (or memorable) enough to be listed in 53 of the

responses. These were undergraduates of the late 40's/early

50's and attendees of some service schools before the large

decline of military history in course content. This year, the

proportion noting undergraduate and service schools totaled

only 39Z (figure 5).

When analyzed by branch and service, two significant

trends appear. Combat service support officers had a substan-

tially lower exposure to military history through the four

more "serious" means (38f) compared to the remainder of the

population (55%). The other category, occasional reading,

accounted for 62& of the combat service support answers vice

45% for the rest. Secondly, rather surprisingly, ravy and

Air Force respondents proved twice as likely as Army class-

mates to indicate service school as their main exposure.

Analysis using source of commission as a variable also

produced some minor surprises. Although as expected, Vilitary

Academy graduates were the most likely to have studied

military history as undergraduates (and OCS graduates the

least), only 28%Z indicated this as the most appropriate

response despite all having taken the history of military

art course at West Point. Similarly, in spite of military

history having generally been a required course in the ROTC

curriculum, only 11% of the ROTC graduates answered "under-

graduate school" as their main exposure. Apparently the more

18



or less formal courses in military history that most officers

have received in undergraduate or service schools were not

particularly memorable.

The second measure of the extent of military history

studied also yieled some interesting results. Although the

thirty books selected by the 1971 Ad hoc Committee leave

much to be desired, duplication of the same list for this

study allowed for a direct comparison (see questions 14 thru

43 of questionnaire at appendix B).3 9 The most significant

finding is that considerably fewer books from the list have

been read by the 1982 Army War College class compared to the

1971 class (See figure 7). Those indicating they had read

ten books or more, for example, decreased from 4V/ in 1971

to only 29% this year. The percentage having read less than

40
five books almost doubled from 17 to 30. The reason for

this overall decline in books read cannot be determined and

is indeed puzzling in light of other data (discussed later)

reflecting a greater appreciation of the value of military

history by the present class than in 1971.

On the average this year's class claimed to have read

7.1 books from the list. (Median = 6, mode = 5). When ana-

lyzed by branch and service another interesting picture

emerges. Combat arms and combat support officers read an

average of 8.0 and 9.0 books respectively; these far-exceeded

the 5.0 for combat service support, 5.9 for Air Force, 6.4

for Navy/Coast Guard and 4.7 for civilians in the class.

Significantly, the Marines in the class--who indicated else-

19



where less exposure to formal courses in military history--

were the most well-read group with 10.3. Thus, except for

slightly more books read by combat support officers, the

1971 Ad Hoc Committee conclusion that the extent of military

history studied decreased with distance from the "sound of

41
the guns," appears to remain valid. Average number of

books read by branch and service is summarized:

TABLE 3

C/A CS CSS AF hAVY/CG li.AR CIV

8.0 9.0 5.0 5.9 6.4 10.3 4.7 7.1

Contrary to the Ad Hoc Committee finding that USIA

graduates (Army-wide) had read a significantly greater

number of books, this year's survey of just War Collere

students showed source of commission not to be an important

variable. In fact, although West Point graduates read an

average of 7.7 books compared to the class average of 7.1,

OCS officers read 7.9 books.

Although there are some timeless classics on the list

of 30 books and all are still worth reading, the fact that

all are 11 years older than when used in the 1971 survey

could admittedly skew the results some. In anticipation

of this possibility, ten important works of a similar nature

and published since 1971 were added to the original list

(see Appendix B). That the average rate of these newer works

having been read of 25.M6 is comparable to the original 30

book rate of 23.6%, supports the validity of comparing the

1982 and 1971 results.
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Some "best-eellers" emerged from the survey; not too

surprisingly, serious works generally took a back seat to

more "popular" histories and political science oriented

books. Eight of the ten most popular books were also amon&

the top ten with War College students in 1971. These top

ten and the percentage of the class having read the book

along with its 1971 ranking are shown below:

61.3 Shirer, Rise and fall of the Third Reich---5 tie

60.1 c Clausewitz, On War ------------------------ 1 tie
57.2% Liddell Hart, Strategy -------------------- 7

51.4% Fall, Street Without Joy ------------------ 4
45.7% Kissinger, Nuclear Weapons and foreign

Folicy ------------------------------------ 15

41.0a Tuchman, The Guns of August ----------------3
34.1% Freeman, Lee's lieutenants ---------------- 5 tie

32.4% Ridgway, The Korean War ------------------- 10
32."0 Hitler, Mein Kampf ------------------------ 13

31.2% Marx, Communist IMIanifesto ----------------- 1 tie

Value and usefulness of military history

Perhaps the most decisive and unequivocal finding of

the whole survey was the way in which Army War College

students assessed the value of studying military history.

An astonishing 90% acknowledged it as valuable--41% saying

highly valuable--against only 6% seeing it as less valuable

than other disciplines and 4% with no opinion (see figure

13). Compared with the 1971 data, this represents a signifi-

cant 11 percentage points increase in those judging military

history "highly" valuable and 109 decrease in the number of

those believing it less valuable than other disciplines. hot

reflected in any chart yet probably the most important factor

! I I ,_ , .. .. .. . . . . .



of all is the absence of a single participant selecting the

response "of no value at all; a waste of time," in either

survey. Army War College students obviously do not share the

doubts Walter killis expressed in the 1950's.

Combat arms officers were most likely to view military

history as highly valuable (47.9'), followed by combat sup-

port (41.9,), and combat service support (only 33.3X). Al-

though the sample was small, 10C of the Ivarines surveyed

answered highly valuable, compared to 25; of the Air korce

and none of the Navy officers. Again it appears that the

closer one's branch might be expected to bring him to combat,

the higher one's interest in and perception of the value of

military history. Moreover, those considering its study to

be highly valuable tended put their belief into practice,

reading an average of 8.5 books, compared to the group answer-

ing only valuable, who read 6.4 books.

An additional series of four questions asked this year

(not in 1971) also sought to measure the class' attitude

toward the study of military history. These were questions

10 through 13 at Appendix B; the results are portrayed graphic-

ally in figures 17 through 20 and are summarized below:

A. ,Vith Clausewitzs belief that"empirical" study is
essential to knowledge of the art of war and that such
knowledge comes best from "Historical examples:" 90" of the
class agreed (41% strongly) while only 2 disagreed (figure
17).

B. With Bernard Brodie's assertion that our generation
has sadly produced alleged military strategists who are
ignorant of military history, 78% agreed (31% strongly),
while only 10% disagreed and 9% felt ambivalent (figure 18).

C. Of the so-called "military reformers" criticism that
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the officer corps has suffered a loss of historical minded-
ness, awareness and perspectives 81% agreed (30C; stronGly),
while only 10, disagreed (figure 19).

D. Cf the "military reformers" frequent attribution cf
the Army's success in World War II to the almost exclusive
use of military history as the method of study: 497, agreed
(10k strongly), compared to 2 3

X disagreeing; 18% expressed
ambivalence and 9j. no opinion (figure 20).

Taken collectively the dramatically affirmative responses

to these four questions appear not only to substantiate a

basic premise of the military reformers, but also to reflect

a recognition among senior officers of the need for further

corrective action. A sensitivity to the problem and aware-

ness of the value of historical study to our profession has

even been reflected in recent remarks by both the Secretary

of the Army and the Chief of Staff.
4 2

When the responses to these four questions are cross-

tabulated by branch a trend similar to the degree of interest

in military history emerges: the extent of agreement was

invariably higher for combat and combat support over combat

service support officers.

TABLE 4 - Agreement % in questions:

CA CS CSS AF IA R
#10 93% 90i 8 3 93% 1 00
#11 76% 87% 71% 75o 100%
#12  82% 90% 74- 69%. 100C
#13 51% 52% 45% 38% 100%

Again, though a rather small sample, the Marines came in

strongest on the need for study of military history while

Air Force officers answered most like combat service support

officers.

Finally, a question on the utility of military history
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produced results very similar to the 1971 study (see figure

8). The 20% versus 16%. selecting "Xly study of military

history has actually benefited me very little" is not

particularly significant but might be due to the lower

inclination of this year's class to read military history

despite their higher appreciation of its value. The other

responses indicate no significant trend.

1.ilitary history in Army schools.

A third crucial area for which Army ,iar College student

opinion was sought--how military history should be taught in

the Army school system--also revealed some interesting

trends. Although the 1971 survey was formated for multiple

responses (which unfortunately could not be repeated) and

considered only mandatory and elective courses (ignoring the

possibility of integrating in other courses), the data have

been tabulated for comparison (See figures 9 thru 12). Even

if one combines the other responses, it is evident that a

substantially increased number of officers believe in requir-

ed courses at most levels, US'A/RCTC - 905, Advance Courses-

74%,, C&GSC - 67%, and War College - 53. When combined with

those selecting the "integrate" responses, the vast majority

of War College officers apparently see military history as

too important to leave to electives only. (One does not have

to be too clever to realize that adding elective offerings

to a curriculum is meaningless if no one takes them.) The

technique of integrating history with other courses, at least

as done this year at the War College, received mixed reviews.
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Although 32% thought it effective, 39, labled it ineffective

or a failure, suggesting that something gets lost in the

integratinE process (see figure 24). In addition, this

technique suffers immensely bY leading in practice to non-

historians teaching history--a fallacy worse than ignoring

history altogether.

Dramatically, though the 1982 survey allowed for the

response that military history be "not taught" at each level

of Arr.-y schools, this appears only once in regard to advanced

courses; not a single participant said it should not be taught

at the War College, C&GSC or USDkA/ROT2 levels. Branch did not

appear as a major variable in how officers responded, with

two exceptions. Navy officers and civilians were less inclined

to favor required courses at any level. And, combat service

support and Air Force officers, who were less enthusiastic

toward military history in other areas, were substantially

more inclined to favor mandatory courses at the ,0ar College

(62i, and 69j,, versus 48% for the restS.

As might be expected a cross-tabulation showed those

responding "highly valuable" to the study of military history

question were much more likely to desire required history

courses at all levels--for the War College, for example, 73

versus 39% for the rest of the sample.

Vilitary history specialty

As in 1971, Army War College students remain overwhelm-

ingly opposed to the establishment of a military history

specialty. Additionally, a graphic portrayal of results in

figure 14 shows practically no shift in opinion. A second
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question on this subject in attempting to identify the number

of officers interested personally in assignment to such a

specialty, does show a heightened interest (6c versus 2/.'

among those few who consider themselves qualified (figure

15).

linally, a significantly increased awareness of the

Army's lack of attention to military history and less than

effective use of the resources it does have is evident in

the responses at figure 16. The number of officers consider-

ing the Army's use of its military history resources optimum

or "OK" dropped by 12% while those thinking it is poor rose

from 24/ to 57%. Such a dramatic shift certainly suggests

that all is not yet well with the Army's military history

program; this seems to reflect a rising expectation that

remains largely unfulfilled.

V. CCNCLUSICNS

An overriding general conclusion of this study is that

military history in the Army War College curriculum has

indeed been inadequate, at the detriment of historical mind-

edness in the officer corps; however, there has been an

incressed recognition of this problem since the 1971 Ad Eoc

Committee Report and some progress has been made.

The three specific recommendations of the Ad hoc

Committee regarding the Army War College have been substan-

tially implemented.

Critics of the service's education systems discussed in

section I, particularly the so-called "military reformers,"
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are essentially correct in their premise regarding inatten-

tion to military history; but seem unaware of a resurgence

of interest in the subject and internal Army initiatives tc

improve its acceptance and use.

The Army's recognition, as an institution, of the value

and usefulness of military history seems adequately and

firmly established by the objectives of its latest Al- 870-5.

Yet there is little evidence of any effort or even willinE-

ness to implement measures to achieve those objectives.

While the inattention to military history at the Army

War College probably resulted partially from skepticism in

the inherent value of history generally, its demise as an

instructional vehicle was also a consequence of the civil-

ianization of the curriculum in the 1950's and 60's

Along with rather dramatic changes in makeup of the War

College class, there was a significant decrease in the

extent to which members have studied military history ser-

iously (based on both individual acknowledgement and number

of books read). Furthermore, the degree of serious study

decreased with distance from the sound of the guns.

Curiously, in light of the above, this year's War

College student harbored a much greater appreciation of the

value and usefulness of studying military history. Accord-

ingly, participants substantially agreed with the critics

who allege loss of historical mindedness in the military.

While this dichotomous situation of lower exposure to

history despite higher interest is unexplained by the data--
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motive being always difficult to assess--two suggestions are

offered; 1) Career demands for performance (not thoughtful-

ness) and competition by the demands for proficiency in Ci-iL

specialties, 2) Today's officers simply lack the formal

training to go about the study of history properly. In

addition to mandatory formal courses, this suggests a need

at all levels to develop in officers a concept or "theory"

of history as well as the proper background for self-study,

such as could be accomplished by a specially-designed course

in historiography.

Such increased attention to military history in Army

schools, to the extent of being required, is heavily sup-

ported by 4ar College students.

Creation of an CPKS specialty in military history con-

tinues to be opposed by most officers.
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AI PEIDIX B

ILITARY EISOTORY QUE3TICNNAIa.



9 March 1982

Dear Classmate:

I suspect you have received a number of questionnaires
recently; I know they can become a pain. However, as you--
collectively--are the only source of the information I need
to complete a study (course requirement), I am compelled to
ask your cooperation in one more.

I have tried to limit the length and complexity of the
questionnaire. There are a couple aspects, however, that
may seem awkward and deserve some explanation. First, as
my data will be compared to the findings of a 1970 DA study,
many of the questions were retained from that earlier effort
which surveyed various levels of the Army (not just SSC).
Secondly, although many questions assume the background of
an active duty US Army officer, I definitely seek the varied
perspectives of other components and services.

Hopefully you will not find this too time-consuming and
will be able to return it promptly--just drop this question-
naire with the answer sheet attached into the distribution
slot in the mail room.

Thanks, in advance, for your time and cooperation.

Dave Hazen

Return tos

LTC Dave Hazen
Box 79



Name and other identification are not required--leave blank.

1) SERVICE (STATUS),

I. Army - Combat Arms
2. Army - Combat Support
3. Army - Combat Service Support
4. Air Force
5. Navy/Coast Guard
6. USMC
7. Civilian
8. International Fellow
9. Other

2) SOURCE OF COMM ISSION:

1. ROTC
2. USMA
3. OCS
4. Other
5. NA

3) HIGHEST CIVILIAN EDUCATIONa

1. Bachelor's Degree
2. Masters's Degree
3. Doc tarate

4) COMBAT EXPERIENCE:

1. Korean War
2. Vietnam
3. Other
4. None

5) UNDERGRADUATE DEGREE IN HISTORYa

1. Yes
2. No

6) GRADUATE DEGREE IN HISTORY:

1.. Yes
2. No

1''



7) To what extent have you studied military History?
(Mark most appropriate response)

1. Occasional reading
2. Self-designed home study program (intensive)
3. College level (undergraduate)
4. College level (graduate)
5. Military Service School
6. Other (Please explain on the last page)

8) In what way has your study of military history proved
most beneficial to your effectiveness as an Army officer?
T(ark most appropriate response)

1. Lessons learned from studying success and failure
2. Insights gained from studying problems similar to

problems faced today
3. Inspiration of great deeds performed by others
4. Improved decision making ability
5. Enhanced understanding of behavioral problems
6. My study of military history has actually benefited

me very little
7.NA

9) How valuable do you feel the study of military history
(as defined above) can be in enhancing the professional
Army officer's ability to perform his mission.;

1. Highly valuable
2. Of some value
3. Not as valuable as the study of other disciplines
4. Of no value at all; a waste of time
5. No strong opinion

10) From his statements that "the knowledge which is basic
to the art of war is empirical" and that "Historical
examples...provide the best kind of proof in the empirical
sciences," Clausewitz seems to view historical study as

I essential to the profession of arms. Do you?

1. Agree strongly
2. Agree slightly
3. Feel ambivalent
4. Disagree slightly
5. Disagree strongly
6. Have no opinion

I



11) Bernard Brodie in his introductory essay to On War (which
we, the "Clausewitz class," presumably all read) seemed
to include the military profession in his observation that,
"Our own generation is unique, but sadly so, in producing
a school of thinkers who are allegedly experts in military
strategy and who are certainly specialists in militarp
studies but who know virtually nothing of military history,
including the history of our most recent wars, and who
seem not to care about their ignorance." Of his statemen+
do you?

1. Agree strongly
2. Agree slightly
3. Feel ambivalent
4. Disagree slightly
5. Disagree strongly
6. Have no opinion

12) One of the criticisms of the military by the so-called
"military reformers"--along with technology, possessing
a "firepower-attrition" mentality, substituting manage-
ment for leadership, etc --has been a loss of historical
mindedness, awareness and perspective. Do you?

1. Agree strongly
2. Agree slightly
3. Feel ambivalent
4. Disagree slightly
5. Disagree strongly
6. Have no opinion

13) Some of this same group (12 above) attribute the Army's
success in developing effective combat leadership in
former years (particularly before WW II) to an almost
exclusive use of military history as the method of study
in higher Army schools. Do you?

1. Agree strongly
2. Agree slightly
3. Feel ambivalent
4. Disagree slightly
5. Disagree strongly
6. Have no opinion



The following series of questions seek to assess the type
and number of books read by Army officers. Please mark 1 on
the answer sheet if you have read the book; mark 2 if you
have not.

14) Weigley, R., History of the United States Army
15) Machiavelli, The Art of War
16) Ropp, T.R., War in the Modern World
17) Earle, E.M., Makers of Modern Strategy
18) Clausewitz, C., On War (Prior to AWC)

19) Liddell Hart, B.H., Strategy
20) Chandler, D.G., The Campaigns of Napoleon
21) Freeman, D.S., Lee's Lieutenants
22) Barnett, C., The Swordbearers
23 Graig, G., The Politics of the Prussian Army

24) Taylor, T., The March of Conquest
25) Ridgway, M.B., The Korean War
26) Fall, B., Street Without Joy
27) Giap, V.V., People's War, People's Army
28) Lawrence, T.E., The Seven Pillars of Wisdom

29) Greenfield, K. (ed.), Command Decisions (OCMH)
30) Albright, J. et al, Seven Fire Fights (OCMH)
31) Hemingway, E., Men at War
32) Tuchman, B., The Guns of August
33) Pike, D., Viet Cong

34) Kissinger, H., Nuclear Weapons and Foreign Policy
35) Marshall, S.L.A., The River and the Gauntlet
36) MacDonald, C., Company Commander
37) Marx, K., Communist Manifesto
38) Hitler, A., Mein Kampf

39) Shirer, W.L., The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich
40) Manstein, E., Lost Victories
41) Pogue, F.C., George C. Marshall
42) Matloff, M. and Snell, E., Strategic Planning for

Coalition Warfare
43) Thompson, R., Revolutionary War in World Strategy

1945-1969

44) Lewy, G., America In Vietnam
45) Weigley, R., The American Way of War
46) Huntington, S.P., The Common Defense
47) Ryan, C., A Bridge Too Far
48) Brodie, B.,.War and Politics



49) Matloff, M. ed. American Military History (OCkli)

50) Blumenson, M. The Patton Papers
51) Scott, H. and W. Scott. The Armed Forces of the USSR
52) Kohn, R. Eagle and Sword
53) Westmoreland, W . A Soldier Reports

The following 4 questions seek to assess at what levels
military history should be taught in the Army's officer
education system. Please indicate how it should be taught
at each levels

54) USMA/ROTC
1. Required courses
2. Elective courses
3. Integrated in other courses
4. Not taught

55) ADVANCED COURSESt

1. Required courses
2. Elective courses
3. Integrated in other courses
4. Not taught

56) CGSC

1. Required courses
2. Elective courses
3. Integrated in other courses
4. Not taught

57) WAR COLLEGE

1. Required courses
2. Elective courses
3. Integrated in other courses
4. Not taught

58) Please indicate the extent of contact you have had
with the Kilitary History Institute (MHI).

1. None
2. I know its there
3. Am familiar with its purpose and facilities
.Am quite knowledgeable of its purpose and facilities
5. Have worked with the Institute



59) Please indicate the number of "Perspectives in Military History"
seminars sponsored by MHI that you have attended to date.

1. 0
2. 1
3. 2
4. 3
5. 4
6. 5 or more

60) Please indicate the number of advanced courses you will take for
credit or audit.

1. 1 or 0
2. 2
3. 3
4. 4
5. 5
6. 6 or more

61) Please indicate the number of the following advanced courses with
extensive historical content that you will take!

Military History and Theory of War
The American Civil War
History of US Military Strategy
Strategic Issues of World War II
Molders of 20Lb Century Strategy
Changing Nature of Modern Warfare
Men in Battle: The Human Dimension of War
Studies in Peace and War
Contrasts in Command

1. 0
2. 1
3. 2
4. 3
5. 4 or more

62) How do you rate attempts thus far in the course to "integrate"
military history into other material? (Consider, for example,
the lecture on the "Great War," or the student report on US
forces in Russia during W I).

1. Highly effective
2. Effective

3. Neutral
4. Ineffective
5. A failure
6. Can't remember



63) OPMYS utilization of officers in relatively narrow
fields has suggested the possibility of a specialty
in military history. What is your reaction to such
a proposal?

1. Favor
2. Oppose
3. No feelings

64) Considering the present-day career development
objective of your particular branch, would you con-
sider assignment to such a program?

1. 1 would not be qualified for such a program
2. I may be qualified and would be interested
3. I may be qualified and would not be interested
4. Not Applicable to my status

65) If the present-day career development objectives
were changed to allow for more specialization in
fields such as Military History, without the con-
current danger of being "sidetracked" or "left
behind," would then be interested?

1. Yes
2. No
3. Not Applicable

66) In your opinion, how effective is the Army's use of
its Military History resources? (Mark only one
response)

1. I do not know what the Military History resources
are

2. Optimum
3. Adequate
4. Poor

.1l
I.. 4
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CIVILIAN 7 7 3.9 309 9.9
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PINIMUM 1,00 MAxImULi 9,000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

*1

.1

*1

*1



IMPORTAt.Cr OF HISTOFrICAL STUDY I' M I.I;.PY COOPSFS bY OFrICEPS PA.GE

04-26-82 FILE - NOIAPE - CREATED 04-26-r2

I

002 SOuRCE OF COuiISS10r:

/ PELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULA T IVE

AFISOL.LITE FRE0UCNCY FRE0UENCY ADJ rFQ
CATEGORY LAPEL CoiE FREOU-hCY (PERCE'NT) (PERCENT) (PERCTN4)

NOTC I lo 56.2 56.2 56.2

USMA 2 3 IS. 1860 74.2

Ocs 3 25 140. 14.0 88.2

OTHER 4 14 7.9 7.9 96.1

NA 5 7 3.9 3.9 100.0

TOTAL 17z 100.0 100.0

REAN 1,854 STE. ERR oO87 MEDIAN 1,390
RODE leo0 STU DEV 19165 VtRIANCE 1,357
KURTOSIS 0373 SKEWNESS 119 RANGE 4'100
RINIMUM 19000 MAX.LI. 5.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES o

Ii

-j I

.1 - • . • , . "- I I



I MP0 [r; 7 rrt i ISTO I CAL STuCy 1'MLI 7,-Y CO UP SS ByOV r 0I CERS PAGE

C 4-26-6,' FILE - N014AmE -CREATED 04-2-2

* 0u3 H ri~S C I V1L IA j E DU C A 11

rELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AbSO_.UTE FPEFourt4cy FPEOUEN:Y ADJ FkEO

*tATEG^RY L;F FL CODJE FREOU:KCY (PERCFr4T) (PERCENTr) (PERC7!NJ)

BACHELOR Cf GPEE 1 2s 16e? 16.3 16.3

VAST~r vs t -(-rr~r 2 1C,75eF '
759B 2 . i

*DOCTOPATr 3 A4 7.9 7o9 1000
- ----- -- - -

TOTAL 1-15 l00. 100.

MIEAN '0916 STU ERR 0.036 MEDIAN194

PODE ?0C100 STO DEv 09486. VAPIANCE 0.236

- KURTOSIS 10127 SKEwI'JEsS -Oo217 RANGE 91r

MINImom 1.0000 M AX I MW' 3.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0



IMP0FP ANCE nr HISTrl'-IC/L STLnu~ I ko I.CZY COUP.E BY OFrIF"~ AF

*C4-26-82 FILE - NO,.AM;E - ZRE..TED 04-26-F2

004 CCIirEAT ExPERTEI-CE

PELATIVF ADJUSTrD CUM4ULATIVE
At.SC'.UTE F7Z!0UrlJCY Fm-E0UJ!NtY AD.) rR70

*CATEGODRY LAfrrL CNJF., FRE0UE1k.CY (PRCP'JT) CPERON) (PEPCr:47)

KOREAN WA9 1 1 06 096 0.6

VIETNAMz1a 1 85*4 86.(,

OTHER 3 1060.6 06.5

RONE 4 24 13.3S 13,s lc').c

T 0T, L_ 17 ~ 100.C1)09c

MEAN 2.27C0 STL tLr ~ :..052 EIN *7

MODDE 20000 STI; DEV 0.693 VARIANCE 0.481

KURTOSIS 2,487 S KE:WI.E S .053 PANJGE 410

MINIMUM I *COO MAXI'Ll 4, 00 0

VALID CASES 178 ATSSING CAr-IS C



IMPOPTAI.-F rr HISTr'RICtL ST,;ry I V.1A T , Py C:)jr':f-S by DF CE tE 1

C4-26-82 FILE - NDI.Ao ;E -CREATED 04-26-P~2

005 tII!-UPS:ADUATr DE-Cr.Er I HISTo-Y

--LATTVE ADJUSTD) CJM.JLA1VE
AkSULI'T[ F; '-C:aur:c Y F~RCQUF:y ADJ ''~

CATEGORY L~fFSL C.IE F R L 0417 .C Y (rErnCU*T) (PERCE14T) (PEPCI

XE S 1 15 8.4 8.4 8.4

2 1. CIOr .c~c

TOTML 1 ~ 10:1,

REAN 19916 STL' UPR 09021 mEDIA-410'

MODE 2.OOD ST I.L UE\ 09279 VARIANC-E00r
KURTOSIS 7.193 SKEW14ESS -3.019 RA14GE .O

MINIMUIM .1000 MAX I MUt 2.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSINa CASTS c)



*IMPURTANCE rr- 41ST:y'ICAL STi "N I V:1I-A:Y C)L)P:-ES [li' !F'ICETS rA E '

04-26-82 FILLE - .4C',AmE - CREATED CI.-26-0-2

006 cr~t.DuATE DE, PE 1 It IS'OL-Y

"rLATIVr '.OJUSTCD CUM~ULATIVE
ALifSnJTJ r., our ,Cy FREOUFNCV ADj r~

CATEGO'RY LtPFL Cn", F[OricY CPF-RCFPT) (PEPCEN-) (PnC!-4T)

.YES 1 4 2.2 2.2 2.2

RD 2 1. Q'. '1 0

MODE ?*')JO STt, rE-V .4 VAPIAN:E OvD22
KURTOSIS 4061 SKEWNESS -6*49Q) RANGE sn
MINIMUM i ,0 mAXIWO'U o~

VALID CASES 17s MISSING, CASCS 0



I MPORT A NCE nF HI T" C tL sT or) Y !MXIT.RY cnjirsrs F~ ')Ff-ICFr~s P5 A;71 : 3

C4-26-62 FILE - NOf4AikE - :ETEr, C4-26-92

007 STUVT'EtD wIITPY JiISTfV'

PELATIVF ADJUSTED0 CJ)LTV

AbS71..UTE FrF curNkCy F;ZE0UJFNCY ADj

tATEGORY LAF~rL COLE FREcu:NqcY CElRCF!-.T) (PERCENT) (PEPCrNT)

OCCASIONAL READI'-'G 1 4994 49 49.4

SELF-DEST.'F-L ST~uY 2 13 7,7 7* - ' 5. 7

COLLEGE ##LNoEFPGRID' 3 23 12o9 12.9 9.

COLLEGE s.GrAOUATE"l 4 1 Ol 0 . 0.6 70.2

PILITARY SVC SCH-OL 5 401 25.5d 25.6 96.1

OTHER 6 7 3.9 3e9 100.0
- -- -- -- ---- - -

TOTAL 17-F 100.0 10000

IEAN 2*579 STL' ERfl 0.136 MEDIAN .i7

11ODE 16000 STL, tpEV 1o612 VAPIA'.1CE 39' 85

KLJRTOSIS -1*37(, SKEWIFs, ('9566 PAN'GF .CD

A IN IMUMA I@COO MAXIMU;, 6.000

VALID CASES 178 M75S:NC CAS:3 0



I MPORTA~eE rr HISTrFIP(AL STjDy I' MILIT.CZY CfLJCSES BY rF- CERS IA E 14

*04-26-82 FILE - N0I.AImE - :kEATED 0 4-2(-e2

*008 WAY eSTJDY OF IlleTC~ly I'-T VEt4L-FITED

f':LATTVr ADJUSTCD CUMJLATIVE

A6SnLUTU FR=0uru!cy FREOUEN:Y AnJ FR..0

*CATEGORY LAF-TL CED E FRt ZIJY 0rERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCFNT)

LESSONS LEI.RNEU, 1 43 24.2 24.2 24.2

INSIGHTS C. !' 2 532. o,7, 56.7

I NSPIRE GFFAT DEEDS 3 12 6.7 6.7 63.5

IMPROVE DECIS1014S 4 0-7.3 7.3 ?0

P ORE UNrDERSTANDIP'G 5 95.1 5.1 75, i

BENEFITED V1F LITTLE 6 36 20.2 20.2 96.1

RA 7 7 3.9 399 100.0

TOTAL 17r. 100.0 100.0o

MEAN 3.129 STL. ERR. ('015c MEDIAN 2.293

RODDE 2s,000 STE, DFV 2*006 VARIA4CE 49021

KURTOSIs -10205 SKLWIIESS 09585 RANGE 6. 00

VINIMUM 1 9 Co MAXImUM 79000'

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASrES 0



IMP~--.E r'r HISTorICAL S LT~ CUPr5 I ~ -IrCEf~S PC

*C4-26-82 FILE - N0INAmE CF(ruTED 04-26-8~2

009 SVD OF '.iL7TAr? HIST71RY VMALIAfSLr

-".LATTVF AUJLJSTrD CJMULA7VE

A ',, S bL 1)0LI o;,- O. 'CY rPEOUrN7Y A~jJ rr7

CATEGORY LArEL C ry)E rp F. 0 ti_:4C Y PECE (PERCE%4") (PEI'C'

MIGHLY VALUASLr 2 73 41*. 4190 41.0

*OF SOM4E VAL lir 49 .4 90.4

ROT AS VALUJA7LE 1 5.6 5.6 9691

RD0 OPINION ~ 5 39.9 i0o.(

TOTAL 17": 10 . Ils

MEAN 1,764 S TL, L Rr n.066 'MED I AN

RODE 2.000 STI) [1EV 0OR77 VARIAqCE 00.769

KURTOSIS r -016 SKFtHES'S 19904 RANGE 4@00f)

MINIMUM 1.000 MAX!ML A 5.000

VALID CASES 178 ?AI SS I NG C A 3 3 0



I MPOPT A I CE (,r H I T0r I CA L STlYC Y I ?,'.I LIT tPY couJSES, ry pr I CERS pAIr

04-26-82 FILE - NCII.AmE - ZEATED 04-26-C2

*010 c, AuSE ITZ VTIt.S frjIST t ' SrL)Y ESS.FIJTIAL

RELATivr ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ASSO..UTC FPFo0'JFicy FPE0UFN:Y ADJ F~r

CATEGOR~Y L.L C0 ME FR F0 j ,NC Y (PcRcr!T) (PERCENT) (PFRCr!4T)

9GREE STRCN'GLY 1 73 4 1 e 4 1.*0 41.0

AGREE SL!C-HTLY'f 2 c49.4 '99.4 90.4

FEEL ALI8IVALE1.T 3 137.3 7,3 97.6

tISAGFREE SLIGHTLY 4 00 0.6 98.3

D ISAGREE STPRJNGL. 5 10.-$ 0.6 98.9

WAVE NjO 0FH~tilO 6 2 1.1 1.1 100.0

TOTAL 17S 1006c, 100.0

MEAN 19736 STU E-QiZ uo0 61 MEDIA-4N6?

* RODE 2,000 ST U' DFV 00819 VAPIANCE *7

KURTOSIS 8,093 SKEWNESS 2.086 RANGF

13INIMUI 1.)00 MAXIIMU., 6.000,

**VAL1Ij CASEF 17B MJISSING CASES 0



IMPORTANCET or HI~STORICtL S~TvrNY I' Ml 1..ZT,.PY crup3srB 3V FrCEPS PAGEF 17

t C4-26-82 FILE - NOIJhAME ZEATED O4-2 -e2

al s1 pnLrjEIS VIEW w HISTOPICAL IGI0RAI:CE

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUIMULATIVE

ABSOLUITE FREo'JENCY FREOUENCY ADJ r;.ro

* CATEGORY LAFFL Co[)E FREOUE*NCY Cr'QCIIT, (PERCENT) (PERCFIPVr)

AG£REE STRONGLY 1 ! 30.9 1069 30.9

AGREE SLIG.HTLY 2 bf £. 7,2 78.1

FEEL AmolvitE.,' 3 16 9,.'93 70

DISAGREE SLIGHt-TLY 4I,8.4 8.4 95.5

t1SAGrEE STRONGiry 5 4 2.2 2.2 97,6

W~AVE NO OPINION 6 4 2.2 2,2 100.0

TOTAL l7r3 100.0 1('1060

PEAN 2.10? STi) t~r (1,085 MEDIAN 10905

MODE 20DO0 STU DEv 10137 VARIAN4CE 19294

KURTOSIS 2.134 SKE~aWEsZ" 1.443 RANGF .0

* MINIP4L11 I VOL, MAAI't1 6.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CAS.-S 0



IMPORTANCE of HISTorICAL SToDY I ' MI' IT-RY COLORSES BY 1F'!ICE"S PAZE GE

I 0-26-82 FILE - NO.NA4E - CREATED 04-2.-92

* 012 MILITAPY REFODRVEP - HISTOR:CAL IGI!ORAIJCE

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AtiSO.UTE rREQUr JCY FREOUE4--NY ADJ FRrO

CATEGORY LAFEL CODE FREOUENCY (PERCEN'T) (PERCENT) (PERCENT)

AGREE STRCNGLY 1 53 29.8 29.8 2 9.E

AGREE SL!GHTLY 2 9i 51.1 51.1 B0.9

PEEL AMBIVAIFNT 3 1l' 5.6 5.6 86.,5

DISAGREE SL THTLY 4 14 T. 79 94.4

DISAGREE STRONGLY 5 4 2.2 2.2 96.6

UAVE NO OPINION 6 6 3.4 3.4 100.0

TOTAL. 178 100.0 100.0

MEAN 20118 STD ERR 0.089 MEDIAN 19896

PODE 2,0 STD LEV 1.185 VARIANCE 1.404

KURTOSIS 2.590 SKEWNESS 1.624 RANG- 59C•00

FtINIMUM 2,000 tMA xl U 6.0DD0

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES O

"I



14POP7At.~ rF ti.T,; CAL S'TUDYIM~T.Q JSBY FCES PAC;E i

'4-Z6-62 FIL.E - 14N0IE - RETED C4-26-?2

- 1l3 'T, I !.Y rE FYE R S - -1 STIICAL STury

PELATIVr ADJUSTSD CUMULATIVE

AEISO -UTE F.-EoUE.ICY FRE0UFEJCY ADJ r~'-c

CATEGORY L-'VL CODE FRE0UEWJCV (PERCEN~T) (PERCENJT) (PERCrIJT)

AGREE STPEC-ly 1 1 7 9.6 9.6 9.6

A.GREE SL!C<L:TLy 2 7: 39o7 6.3 48.9

F EEL AMFTVA1FI4T 34 3 18.5 le8s675

DISAGCEE SLIGHTLY-4 31 i7o4 17.4 6.

* tISAGPEF STrIllGLY 11 6o2 64.2 91.0

PAVE t'O Or-rJ 6 16 96c 9,0 100.0

TOTAL 176 2010.0 10000

FAEA14 2,9a33 STU LRR 0.106 MEDIAN. 29561

MODE 2.000 ST DEV 1.420 VARIANCE 2.01"

KURTOSIS -09366 SK4 UWNFSS 0672'+ RAN'GE 59000

* IIMM1.000 MAXIMUH 6,000

*VALID CASEL- 178 MISSING CASrS 0



IMPOPTANCE or HISTOrICAL Si'y'v I'' I.IT.RY C-UPSFS C" O F-ICE-S OA(E 1 f

04-26-82 FILE - ,OJAME - CREATED 04-26-82

014 W'FIGLEY1 HIST,-rVY (F Tit- u.S. Pt.Y

PELATIVF ADJUSTED C'JMULAT
I VE

AtSOLUTE F7EoUrqCY FREOUENCY AD! rRro

CATEGORY LARL Co ,E FPLO--'J'CY (PERCC.T) (PERCENT) 1PERCEtJ')

XES 1 49 27.5 27.R 27.8

RQ 12 "  71 .. -292 100.0

OUT OF RANGF 2 1.1 MISSTN7 100.0

TOTAL 178 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1,722 STU ERR 09034 MEDIAN 1.S07

MODE 2.000 STU DEV C,,449 VARIANCE 0.202

KURTOSIS -1,017 SKEWNESS -0.997 RANGE 1,O00

RINIMUM 19000 MAXIMUM 2,000

VALID CASES 176 MISSING CASES 2

I

"I

:1



TMPORTA .CE OF H1STOIk1CtL STLJDY I MILITARY CIJRSFS CY nF-1CEI5 tA-

04-26-82 FILE - 14014.AME C REA T ED 0 4- 2 6-P2

* 015 ~ Ac&AVELLI: 7'wE Tfl

JRELATVF ADJUSTEDF CUVJLA !VE

A6S..IJTL FREOUrNCY F ZEOUFN Y ADj r~r

*CATEGORY LAPEL COD)E FREGU7i',CY CPERCFNT) (PERCEq4T) (PERC17' T )

XE S 1 47 2694 26.4 26.4

nop 131 73.f, - 3.6or 100.0

- -- - --- -------

TOT,..L 177 100.0 1Cn0.0

SEAN 1.736 STL tRF: oj*33 MED I A N1 ,2 1

MODE 29COO STUj u-Fv 0442 VARIANJCE 0.195

KURTO)STS -09844 SKEWNESS -1.080 RANGE7 1.000

111N I mum I 'cOOm MA;, IML!' 2s.000

VALID CASES 171 MI1SSINJG CAS75S



IMPORTANCE or HISTorICAL STUDY I ,ILITAQY COUP;FS By mr'ICEZS PAGE 2'

04W26-82 FILE - NOI4AmE - REATED 04-26-92

016 POPP: hAQ IN THE moDEr', WO'L%

PELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AbSOLUTE FREOUrtCY FREQUENCY ADJ FR7

CATEGORY LAREL COLE FREOUEICY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERC'JT)

XES I 1 5.6 5s6 5.6

R4 2 16 93,E 94.' 100..

OUT Or RANGF 1 0.6 MISSING 100.0

- - - --- -------

TOTAL 17F 100.0 100.0

PEAN lo944 ST ERR 0.017 MEDIAN 1.970

RODE 2O000 STD DEV 0.232 VAPIANCE 0*054

KURTOSIS 13,162 SKEWNESS -3.675 RANGE 16000

RINIMUM 1,000 MAXIMUM1 2s000

VALID CASES 177 MISSING CASES I

I

..4

L _ ,,



IMPORTAV.ZE rF it!STORIC L :;Tt.,)Y V L~IT.7nY COURS7S by nl-1cERS rAE 23

C4-26-82 FILE - ,120IAmE -CREA.TED 04-26-02

*017 :-ArL7 MAKERS CF 140!UFf ST:ATF'GY

' LAIvr ADJUSTrD CUWLt.LAI]Vr

AbSr%.UTL F-'r0UrNCY FQ~EOUr'N:Y ADJ frp!-

C ATEGORY LtF-F-L Co ,E FC'EQ~rJhCy CPERCP'T) (PERCENT) (PE;ZCr.;,)

*XES 1 I 21.9 22.0 22.0

2 13- 77.c 9. 10000

OUT OF Rlktr 1 0.6 MISS11'- 100.c0

TOTAL 17- 10.11 1

REA4 I 078D STD LtR oeo31 MED IAN 1p3,

M1ODE 2.000 STf? nEv D.416, VAPIAWNE 0917.1

KURTOSis -0914&9 SKEWI4ESS -1.361 PAHGE 10000

PI NI MOM 1,000 M A X 11MU 1 2.000

VALID CASESS 177 MISSING CAS7S I



IMPOPTAI CE nr jiISTl~lICAL- ST(,!'v I '.lI-IT2'Y COUR7.s DY 0Fr:cE'5S A,-,E

P4-26-82 F ILE - N014A F - :RE, 'E 04-2t-92

Ole r, Auq.El ITZ: 0;h WA,

QELATTVF 1,DJUSTrD CJMIJLA1IVE
AbS[P,.TL F'~coUr 4cv FREOUFN :Y Ai,J -P-

CATEGORY L MSEL coLE FREOLIZJCY (pFRCFNT) (PERCENT) (PESZCr'!)

XES I c?60s.1 60.5 60.5

Fj0 73993 3.'0 ~oc

*OUT 0or RA.GF 0.' M IS S q'7 100.00

T0%,L 177 looo.' 10060

lEAN 1.395 STU~ rRR 0,037 MEDIAN 1032"

PODE il~oo STE, DEv C0.490 VARIANCE 02'
KURTOSIS -I.Lb35 SKi-w!4Esl ui.431 RANGr 1.000
P IN I M U 10000 MAXIMUI! 2.000

VALID CASES 177 mISSiNG CAS1'S 1



IMPORTAt CE nF HILTOr.ICtL STrDY 1- MILIT.RY COURSES BY nFrICErS PAcE 25

04-26-82 FILE - NOIJAME - CREATED 04-26-82

019 LincELL HAPT: STRATtGY

PFLATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

A6SVLLJTE FQEOoUFwCY FREDUF-NY ADJ rr-

CATEGORY LAREL Co[,E FRt OLEtCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERC7H")

XES 1 101 56.7 57.1 57.1

RO 7 76 42.' 4299 100.,

OUT OF RANGF 1 0E MISSTNG 100.0
-- --- - ---- -- -~m--

TOTAL 17 100,0 I000o

PEAN I&29 STU tRR 09037 MEDIAN 1@376

RODE iQ00 STb PEv o0496 VARIANCE 0Oe46

KURTOSIS -10939 SKEWNESS 0.280 RANGE 10300

nINIMLIM 19COo MAXI IUM 2.000

VALID CASES 177 MISSING CASZS

I/
I/Lf



*IMPORTANCE rF HISTORICAL STUD~Y I A!..I .PV C~juZ3FS BY flr!CEZS PA5E 2~

04-26-82 FILE - N014AmE - CREATED 04-2L-8?2

* 020 CHLNDLER: THE CAMPAINS OF NEPILE0O1

PELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE
A650L~.UTE FPEojr,~cy F" EOUFNCY ADJ FRrO

*CATEGORY LAPE!L cm.,E FrtOu~tjcV (PEPCF':T) (PERCENT) (PERC71.T)

X ES 1 2- 11. 11.4 11.4

* O2 155 87.6 P8.6 100.0

OUT 0F/Aj 2 1.1 mIssl~j:: 100.0

TCTAL 17S 100: 100.

7 PEAN ioe86 sTiu ER 0.024 MEDIAN le936
* y ODE :) 0 00 STU ttFV o 3 1 r VARIA~rE 09101
7KURTOSIS 497 SKEWtJESS -?*456~ RAN3GE

AINIMLIM 1.000 14A X I'U 1 20000

VALID CASES 176 MISSIN~G CASES 2



IMPORTANCF rr H.ISTDRICtL STk.DY I MIL.IT..;Y CTUPSFS SY lFrIcEpS PAGE 27

O4v26-82 FILE - N~iAr-E -CREATED 04-26-e2

021 FQEEM.AN; LEE'S LIEUTEt'A".T5

RFLATIVE ADJUSTEE CUMUJLATIVE
AhSOiLt'TF rr~LiCE'4C FREOUFNCY AtJJ FR7

CATEG0PY LABEL CcLE FQLQJ.:ENCY (P RCP4.T) (PERCE 4T) (PEQCFN'1-r

IES 1 61 34o7 3493 34,3

RO2 117 65. ~ (5.7 11.

TOTAL 17 ' 101) 00 100.0

REAN 1,657 STL, ERp o.03o MED I AN ?3c
MODE 2,000 sTI' rEv 0.476 VARIANCE 0.227
KOJRTosIS -i.571 SKEWNESS -0.669 RANGE 19000
14INIMUM I 900C. MA,%IML1t! 2.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0



T Por"A '-E rrh- HISTflFICAL STUDY I' MILIT,,RY COURSFS BY OFrICERS PASE 2 F

-426PZFILE - N0IwA ,E -CRFATED 04-26-82

* 022 F~qi:ETT Tb.E SWDlLBEArr-rS

nELATIVE ADJUST'r CUMULATIVE

AOSCL.LITE F '0 L' r-,cY FPEOJF~'V AjJ rprc
* ATEG *RY Ltrf'L CODE FREQ0UE14CY C PEPCEI'JT) CP ERPC T-4 T) PERCENT)

YES 184.5 495 4.5

110 2 17 ~ 9 5 0 9505 100.0

TOTAL 17e 2009.0 lnoo

M4EAN 10515 STU EPP 0@016 MEDIAN 1*976
MODE 2.*000 STU, t.E% 0 9 2 L" VARIA'ICE 09043
KURTOSIS 1i',8%7 SKEWNESS -4,430) RANGE 10000
M I N I MUI 14C'00 MAXIMUl' 00

VALID~ CASE5' 178 MISSING, CASES 0



IMPORTANCE nF HISTOICAL STUDY I'. MILITARY COURSrS BY OFrICERS PAGE 29

C4-26-82 FILE - NONAME - CREATED C4-26-82

023 GPAIGI POLI T ICS Or THE PRUSSIAN ARuY

RCLATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ALSOLUTE FPEoUlrIICY FREOUE4CY ADJ FREDO
CATEGORY LASEL CtiDE FREQUIJCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCENT)

XES 1 6 394 3.4 3.4

RO 2 171 96.1 96.5 100.0

OUT OF RANGF 1 0.6 MISSING 100.0

-- - - -- -- -

TOTAL 17 100.C 1 00o

BEAN 1,966 STD PRR 0.014 MEDIAN 1,982
RODE 20000 STI> DFV 0.181 VARIANCE 0,033

KURTOSIS 25.277 SKEWWESS -50195 RANGE 1,000

AINIMUM 1,000 MAXIMUM 21000

VALID CASES 177 MISSING CASES I

4 1

- 4



IMPORTANCE nF HISTORICAL STUDY I MILITARY COURSES BY OFrICERS PAGE 30

04-26-82 FILE - NOAIAE - CREATED 04-26-82

024 TAYLOR| THE MARCH Or Cnt.UTST

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AfSOUTE FrEOUrNCY FREQUENCY ADJ FR7Q

CATEeORY LAPEL CcEE FREOUE14CY ePERCUNT) (PERCENT) IPERC-NT)

XES 8 4.45 4.5

7O 2 9o 95.5.5 100.0

----------------------------- ------- - ---

TOTAL 175 100.0 10090

SEAN 19955 STU ERR 0.016 MEDIAN 10976

PODE 29000 STI, rEv 0.208 VARIANCE 09043

KURTOSIS 179627 SKEWNESS -4o430 RANGE 1.000

MINIMUM 0OO0 MAXIMUM4 2.000

VALID CASES ITS MISSING CASES 0

I

*1



IMPORTAN4CE rF HISToRIC.L sTajDY I' ml1ilT.PY COURZSES BY nrF-1CERS PACE ~

L'4-26-82 FILE - N04AAE CREATED 04-26-82

025 RIDGV;AY: THE j.DPEsJ: %A-

RCELATIVE' ADJUSTrD CUMULATIVE
AULJILL)TL Fr=E0uri!Cy FPEOUrNCv ADJ FrrO

rATEGORY LAF7L CrUE FRF0Ur-i'Cy U'ERCE,JT) (PERCENT) (PERCE'.')

XES I 33.737 33.7

2 11. 66." 66.3 100.c

-S- ----- -- - - - - -

TOTAL I 7! 1006.~ 1000

PEAN bJ STD' tRP t).0 3 6 MErbIAN, 1q'46

PODE 2V STU [LEV 0.474 VARIANCE025

KURTO)SIs -1*534 SKEW14ESS -0.695 RANGE 10000

AINIMUM l.000 MAXIMUll 20000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASFS 0

It



IMPOPTAt.CE or HISTONkICAL. STUDY 1', MILIT,4RY CCURI S BY OFricFR5 PASE 7.2

04-26-82 FILE - NDi.ALIE -CREATED 04-26-F2

026 rALL: ST*EET WTTH ,uT J~f

rELATIVE tD )USTEn C-j m ULAr I \'E
ABjSOLULTU FPEOL'IYCY FI9EOUENCY AD..J Frr

CATEGORY LA~CrL COD-E FPEOUE!jCY (rERCEsjT) (PERCENT) (PERCrijTl

XES 1 92 510" 51*7 51.7

RO 2 8 48.Z 4893 0.

TOTAL 17; 10000~ 100.0

P EAN '1*483 STL E;Zr 1)93v -1 IED IA - 34
MODE 1,000 STm DEv 0.501 VARIANCE 0925:.
KURTOSIS -2,018 SK(EWNESS oe.066 RANGE 1.000
FlI NI MUM 1000 M AX I M UP, 2900C,

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASTS 0



IMPORTAN~CE flF wj5T')kChL STUiDy I -AIT:RY C)O~rS FY 3Fr1CEPS r( E I

C4f-26-82 FILE - Nr3IAmE -CREkTED 04-P6-P2

027 rTiF: PEOPLE'S dA PE PLEIS ;,P"Y

"ELATI\'F IDJUST'r) CJWUL4I VE

ALSOL~.UTC -~Qr_-a 1.Y FRCOUFVJCY ~Abd Fpro

CATEGORY LAB~EL Coiu F U0 U'71. CY (r.P Cr!T) (PERCE,4') PERCrT~

YES 41C 250s 25.a8 25.8

*2 132 7 4 o 7 742 1~.
- - ----- -- ---- - -

T Tj L- 17 E 100. 1CO.f

MEAN 1#742 STL, EP OeO33 Mf!)IAj 1OP26

* IODE 29COD Sri, UEv 09439 VARIAN:E 09193

KURTOSIS -C9 7 7 0 SKEWNESS -1.113 RANGE 10000

RINIM1UM 1,000lo riA X fMLt, 2900O

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES (I



IHPORTAtNCr nr NISTORICt,. 5T,)j~ I NM!L!T-PY COOP:;% BY !'F-ICE S OA2E 3

.1C4-26-82 FILE - -414M CRE&TED ' 4-2A6C2

028 LAwPrlJCE: THF Sr-V~I- PILLARL COF j: t

flELATIVC ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AESOt.I-JTE rNEOUF14CY FREOUFNC-y A1j r;:rr)
tATEGCRY LAP.FL Cfl, F~ FRr QL-rCY (PE:RCElIT) CPERCEN7) C PERC-IT

YES 1100.7 10.7 10.7

2 69 .os.'9. 100.0
- -- --- ------

TOT,,L 17:- 100.) 1000.3

MEAN 1.693 ST D EFPp .o2.1 MErtI AN1

140DE 2.000 STL UEv 6 o3 10 VARIANCE 0 oC 96
*KURTOSIs 4-P651 SKEWN4ESS -2o569 RANGE 16000

PINIMLIM 1.000 !4 A x r m l 2.0000

-'VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASFS C,



-MPORTAtW.- rF HISTORICAL STO.LCY F; M:.IT,qY COUPR.;JS FY 0grICEPS PArE 35

P j4-26-82 FILE - tNO1AimE - CREATED -4-26-82

029 Gv-ENFIELD: cnmlM'AJiD DECIS10,S

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

At-SOLUTL FPFOUr.CUNCY FREOUENCY ADJ FRrO

CATEGORY LA EFL Co[,E FRE01.UENCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERC-N")

YES I i2 6.7 6.7 6.7

*N 2 16f. 93.3 93.3 100.0

TOTAL 175 10os 1C0.o

SPEAN 1933 STU EPP ,.019 MEDIAN 19964

.ODE 2,000 STU rEV 0.251 VARIANCE 0.063

KURTOSIS 10.224 SKEWNESS -3*480 RANGE 1•000

I mum 1,00 MAXI MUMA 2,000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASFS 0

'1S

i



IMPORTANCE or HISTDkICAL STUDY I- 41K.UAPY CDURSES B3Y OFrICERS PAIIE 3r,

0'4-26-82 FILE - NfnIAIME -CREkTED 04-26-82

030 tiARRIG'-'T: SEVE14 FIRt FIGHTS

rELATTVE 4OJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ALS%.UTE Fr.EourNCY FREQUrNCY ADJ FRro

CATEGO~RY LAFrL CtoDE FPFOU[:CY. CPERCIJT) CPIRCEN ) (PERCr'JT

XES 1 26.7 6s7 6.7

- - - - - ---- --l

TOTAL 173 l00. ' 100*0

MEAN 1.933 STE, LPp (10019 MEDIAN~ 1.*064

R ODE 2.000 STL, (j)Fv u@2 5 I VAPJA-4-E 0*063

KURTOSIS lo#224 SKEWtNES3 -3*480 RANGE 10000

RINIMUM 19000 MAXIMUM~ 29000

VALID CASES 178tASSING CASES 0



IMPORTANCE flF HIS1Or.ICAL SUjDy 1 M1J.ITOY cn'jRsEs !V 0rriCEmS rAGE 37

04-,26-82 FILE - 1401.AME -CREDITED &-25-82

031 Hs~.yGvA?: Mp AT W/.P

rELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULA'IVE

A6SOL.UTE E;ZC0J-t!CY FREQUFNCY AC-I Fpro

C ATEGORY LAP7L COLtE FRF0OiENCY 'rERCENiT) (PERCEN4T) (PEQCt'NT)

XES 1 47 26.4 2694 26.4

F02 131 73o6 73.6 100.0

TOTAL 178 loo.: 100.0

PEAN l.7T36 STL tRr 0i.033 MED'IAN 1@821

MODE 29"00 STi' 0)EV c,.44; VARIANCE 0.195

KURTOSIS -084 SKEWNjESS -1.080 RANGE 10000

AINIMUM 1.0000 MAXIMUP, 2.00o

VALID CASES ITS MISSING CASES 0



IMPORTAN~CE rrF HIST0RIC~l- STUCDY I' MILITLRY CZLJRS9S EUY OF!'ICE-,S PAGE T

04-26-82 FILE - NOIJAIrE - CREATED 04-26-e2

032 TIICHMA'- THE G1 tj'S OF A'.IGLIS?

-,!LATIVE ADJUSTro CJMULATI\'E
AkSOL JTU Frcour.,cy FREOUrICY ADJ r;rQ

CATEGORY LIfE'L ctnrF rPL~uF,,cY tcPERCC\ T) (PERCENT) (PERCt4v)

YES 1 74 41.6 41.*6 41.6

2 l1 58.45 ~ 841c0

TOTAL 17E 100 aC I'0

MEAN 1.9584 STU, ERP C9037 MED IA~j 1.644

*MODE 29, 00 STD, DEv 0.494 VARIANCE 0.244

IKURTOSIS -1,903 SKEWNESS -0.345 RANGE 10000

A IN IMUM 1,000 MA xI LJ 4 2.(00

*VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

L



1H

94PORTANCE ()F HISTORICAL STUDY I'' MIl.IT RY COURSFS BY OF'ICERS PAGE !9

94V26-82 FILE - NONAME - CREATED 04-26-82

033 PIKE: VIE T Col:G

PELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ALSOLUTE FPEOJFNCY FREOUENCY ADJ CQO0

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FRLOUENCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERC' fJT )

9ES 1 25 14 14,0 1

00 2 153 86.C 86.0 100.0

- ----- -- ---- - -

TOTAL 175 100.0 1000

REAN 1,860 sTb tRR O,026 MEDIAN 1091s

FODE 29000 STU DEV U0343 VARIANCE 0121

KURTOSIS 29303 SKEWNESS -2.087 RANGE 1o000

MINIMUM 19000 MAXI MUM 2.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

I

.4

L.



TMPORTAt.CE or~ HIST0r.ICAL STUDY I' Mll'ITtRy CCUPS77S By Of-ICEFS PAGE 4'

C4-26-84' FIL.E - NDi[mAE - C-RE.TED 04-26-52

034 KTSSIIJGE*: NL!CLE-AF AEAnON3&FO-'E!N POLICY

PEL4TIVE ADJUSTTD CUtLA"!VE

AbSOLUTC? F r,0 j rC Y FPCQUENjCY At0J e-Pt-
CATEGORY LABEL C 0L)E FPt0UrjcY 7c7RCE'T (PRET (PERCr'JT)

.YES Et 2 46.1 46.1 46.1

no 2 9 53.9 309 110.0

T~OTAL 173 100.0 1-1000

PEAN 10S39 STE) tR 0.037 ME'IAN o5.j

PODE 2.000 STu uFV U*500 VARIANCE 0?1

KURTOSIS -19997 SKEWNESS -0015q RANGE 19100

MINIMUIM 1.000 MAX!MUJA 29000~

VALIO CASES 179 MISSING CASES 0



7MPORTANCE nr HISTORICAL STUDY 1'. MILIT-RY COURSFS BY OFFICERS PAGE 41

p 04-26-82 FILE - NONAME - CREATED 04-26-82

035 MARSHALL: THE RIVEP ANC TI4 GkUNTLET

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE
ALSCLUTE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY ADJ rR70

CATEGORY LAREL CODE FREOU514CY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCrNT)

xES 1 32 1803 18.0 18.0

RO 2 146 82,$ 62.0 100.0

TOTAL 17S 100.C 100.0

PEAN 10820 STU trR 0#029 MEDIA I199
RODE 29000 STL, bEv 0.383 VARIANCE 00148
KURTOSIS 0,839 SKEWNESS -"1682 RANGE 1,000
AINIMUM 10000 MAXIMUm 2,000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

i

-V•

:1l
1i



IMPORTA!-2T- rr HIISTORICAL STUDY I'' ml,.ITA;ZY C-~UpSES BY OFrJCER'S PAGE 42

04.-26-82 FILE - NON4AmE - CREkTED 04-26~-82

036 wA-L-':4ALD; COWPANY tO-ANDI-

PELATTVF ADJUSTrD CUMULATIVE
AESOLU'TE FpE2urt.cY FPCE0NY AD.) rP7O

CATEGO'RY L..P-,L CODE FREOuF'kcY jrERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCE'JT)

Y ES 27 15.2 15.2 15.2

p* 2 151 84.848 10O.C0

TOTAL 17B 1009 .oo

MEAN io34 STD E~ 0.027 MEDIA4 19911

MODE 29000 STU DEV 0.360 VARIANCE 0.12 )

KURTOSIS 1#857 SKEWNESS -10959 RANGE 10000
~~N~tN 0003 MAXI.Uhi 20000

VALID CASFSF 178 MISSING CASES 0



* !MPOR7ANCE rr HISTP,.ICAL SUDy I- jj_.IT-PY CLuRSF:S rv OF,-ICES PAGE .

r C4-26-82 FILE - NO-JAI'E - CREkTED 04-2(-E2

037 fMAprX: Com j." iSrT 04o. PNJFESTO

rELATIVr ADJUST!:j CJMULATVE

ALSOLJTC FRS0UrNCY F,-E0UF,4NY AU-J r~,:

CATEGORY LAPFL Cn[hE FRtQU7-ICY CPERcr!QT) (PERCFr) (PEPCEITI~

YES 56 31 o! 31.5 31.5

NO 2 1 tF " 100-1)

TOTAL- 17C 100.0 100.0

*PEAIJ 106b5 STC, t~k i .0 3 !- ME DI A -11,7-

MODE 290IOO STL, h-Fv Os466 VARIANCE o~'

KUIRTOSIS -.2,367 SKEWNESS -00805 RANGE 10000

A 114 1M VM "'000 M AA I M Uf 2,000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CAS7S 0



7MPORTAI-CE Or Hl5TD,?IC.L ST UD~y 1, kojI ;py Cot)pr~S By 1V;:rjCERS PAGE 44

04-26-82 FILE - 140:iAME -CREATED 04-26-- 2

038 HITLER: MIEN KAPAPF

PELA!TVr ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

A~jSGLUTE rr,2Eur-icy FPEDUENJCY Atbj FP!r)

*CATEGORPY LAFFL C 0 J, FRE-CUE'JZY "rERC~t-IT) (PERCENT) (PERC--hT)

YES 1 5e 32.6, 32.6 32.6

no2 lp2 67s' 67.e4 10

To TL 172 s100.*0 100.0

*PEAN 1 .674 STL) EP~r, o.035 MEr.IAq 1,9758

RO~DE 29:)00 STL, UEV u947C) VARIAN:C 0.221

KURTOSIS -lv455 SKEWNESS -o*749 RANGE 10000

PINIMiii ".000 MAXIMU' 2e000

VALID CASFS 178 MISSING CAS S 0



IMPORTANCE OFr HISTOkICAL STUDY I I4I,.IT-RY COURSES EY OFrICEr!S PAGE 45

04-26-82 FILE - NPIAME - CREATED 04-26-82

039 SHIRj RISE FALL OF THE THIRD REICH

_ELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AbS9L-UTE rrEOUENCY FREOUENCY ADJ rQro

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREOUP'CY (PERCf7.T) (PERCENT) (PEPC74T)

yES 1 1L 61.2 61.2 61.2

S2 6 38.8 38.8 100.0

TOTAL 17e 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1*388 sTu ERPU 037 MEDIAN 10317

RODE 1000 ST() r)EV 0o489 VARIANCE 0o239

KURTOSIS -1804 SKEWNESS 09465 RANGE 1000

PINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUIM 2.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

:1

i

L ~i ..
m | 4



IMPORTANCE OF HISTORICAL STUDY I.' M4ILITARY COURSES BY OFrICERS PAGE 46

04-26-82 FILE - NONAME - CRE4TED 04-26-82

* 040 MAtJsTEIN: LOST VICTOPIES

nrLATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ABS0LUTE FREQUENCY FREQUENCY ADJ FPfO

CATEGORY LARFL COiE FRLOUIENCY (PERCE&IT) (PERCENT) (PEqCrf' T )

XES 1 6 4.5 4*5 4.5

2RQ 17: 95.5 95.5 100.0

TOTAL ;7 100.0 100.0

REAN 1.955 STU EPP 0.016 MEDIAN 1976

RODE 2,000 STU DEV 0.206 VARIANCE 0,043

KURTOSIS 179827 SKEWNESS -4,430 RANGE 10000

PINIMUM 1000 MAXIMUM 2.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

.I

I



IMPO*TAt.-E r-r -ISTO;ICAL STUDY I '. MILITARY COURSES BY OFFICERS PAGE 47

04-26-82 FI6E - NONAME - CREATED 04-26-82

! { 041 PnnLU GEORGE C; MARSHALL

PELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULA T IVE

AbSOLUTE FPEOUENCY FREQUENCY ADj FRFU

CATEGf RY Lbtr FL CoDE FREOJUE1CY (PERCE IJT) (PERCENT) (PERCENT)

YES 1 28 15.7 15.7 15.7

no 2 15 84,7 B4.3 100.0

TOTAL 17C 100.0 100.0

PEANJ I,43 STL' tRP 0.027 MED IAN, 19907

VODE 2O0O0 STD DEv 0,36S VAPIANCE 0,133

KURTOSIS 1.623 SKEWNESS -I0899 RANGE 1#000

f1INi I 1.000 MAXIMUM 2v000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

' Z1



IMPORTANCE r~F pISIT0;<ICAL STUDY I' MILI~oRY COLJ;Z3S Cy frICPS PAGE~ 48

04-26-82 FILE - NONAPmE -CREATED 04-26-82

042 M~kATrLnFI PLANING FOR )LI 'WAFr

PELATIVr A'DJUSTrr) CU00dUATIVE
A6SOLUTE FQo..wCY FREOUEN 7Y ADJ Fkro

CATEGORY LAPrL crrNE vR Ou--tCY crErPCErjT) (PERCENT) (PERCrthT)

IXES 1 9 5.1 59 5.1

-o R 169 4' 94*9 100.0

ToTL 17 iocec l' 00o

MEAN '.4 STU E~r, I.0C, MEDIAN o7
MODE 2,000 STLb oEv o3220, VARIANCE o
KURTOSIS 150291 SKE~wwESS -40.13B RANGE 1000
RINIMUH 1.000 MAXIMUMr pooO

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASPS 0



IMPORTAN.CE or HISTCRICLL STOCY I MILIT,,rY COURS"S BY -P:,,'CECS rA .

- C4-26-82 FILE - NO AHE - CREATED C4-26-82

043 T.pn S,:N; QEV;LT0jiNAf1 WA Ti:J WOrLD ...

PELATTVE ADJUST-7D CUMULATIVE
A6SJLUTE FrpE0oUr',CY FIEOUENCY ADJ r'i 7"

CATEGDRY LAPrL CnIE FRE0UFN CY (PERCENT) (PlERCENT) (PERC,'4'

XES I 5.6 596 5.6

Ro P 16' 93.E 94.4 100.0

OUT Or RAt GF 1 0,.'1 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 171- 1000 1008o

REAN 1 ,94 4  STU ERR 0.017 MEDIAN leO70

RODE 2300 STD DEV C,,232 VARIANCE 0,054

KURTOSIS 131 62 SKEWNESS -39875 RANGE 1.•00

RINIMUM 1,000 MA, I MUI. 2000

VALID CASES 177 MISSING CASFS 1

.1

- S



IMPORTAN.CE nF HISTOPICAL STUDY I' Wl.-ITARY CCJ):f-ES 1-v !FrICFS p 11,E £

04-26-82 FILE - 1401.AME -CREATED 04-26-C'2

04.4 LrwY: AmErICA 114 vIETN',~

IELATIVE kDJUST7D CUMiULATIV'E

AbSOL.UTE FPE0Ur' Cv FPCOUEN'-Y AU~J r~

CATEGORY LAPFL CcDLE FPFOU7" CY (PURCE:4T) CPEDCF,1!) CPEPC -"4)

XE F- 7 S 42 .121 42.1

D2 Sc~ ~ 7. fr7*9 I 03*r
- - - - - - - - - - -

TOTAL 17P 1000. 10000

PLAN 19579 STI' ERR rp o037 mEr) IA,4 1 of36

ROD[ 2000c) STU LJEV 0*495 VARIA4CE O17

*KURTDSIS -19918 SKEWNESS -0.321 RANGE 1,000o

M INIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 2,000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

-A



* IMPOPTANCE rr HIST',r<ICAL STLIDY I-* MILITi-Y COIJPS S S~y O~~. ~ E

C4-26-82 FILE - tN~i.AmE -CkEATED 04-2F-?C2

04O5 WrTGLEy TwJE AM~ERICAN 4tY OF rIAF

rELATIVF ADJUSTED CU9MULA'1VE

AtI5D4.LUTE F7 ,OUCNCY FREQUENCY ArDJ rk4-O

CATEGORY LA.P7L Co'tE F~[GuJE'4CY CrpRcr:,T) (PERCEN7, (pEfCrt.*r

XES 1 593301 33.1 33.1

NO2 6699 l,6.;

TOTAL. 17 C * 0 1C . o

M-EAN 1 9t,6 9 sTL' Er (j o3s5 MED IA'. 1i52

MOD0E 2 a 0 0 sTi, rEv .47P VARIAN-2 :

KURTOSIS -1*495 SK~EW14ESS -U.722 RANGE 1O~

PINIMUM 1,000O M4AX IMU14 2.O000

VALID CASES 178 MJISSING CASr-S 0



IMPORTANCE nF HISTCOP.1(.L STuDy I' kl:!IT.,PY C,-CSrS BY OFr;CErS Pt -E

£4-26-e2 FILE - NO[-Aw~E - CREATED 04-, -FZ

* 046 Hk;NTIt'GTOdTN CD'm'Poij UEFr.4Sr

rELATIVE I.tJUSTFV CUM4ULAT~IVE
AbS[)_LITL- F~r-OUr'.Cy FPEOUFNCY AU.J rc

CATEGORY LAPEL (rE rREDuEijcY CP-EPCFIT) (rEPC~q ) (PEPC~'.')

1:*22.5 22.6 22.6

No2 13-' 77.,- 77.4 1o0.ri

OUT OF RAKc~r 10.15 M!SS1!T1 100.0

TO TL 17- o. 100.-,0.3

MIEAN 19774 STD, tRR 0.032 MEDIAP4 1 *P54

PODE 2000c STU DEV 0.419 VARIANCE 0,176

KURTOSIS -:.9257 SKEWNESZ -1.322 RANGE

AINIMUM 19,000 MAXIMUl' 2.0n0

VALID CASES 177 :ISSING CASES I



IMPORTAt4iCE rnF HISTORIC1.L STUDOY 1'' MIL.IT-PY C:!URSFS V'y fFrTCErS PAGE 53

.1C 4-26-82 F1LE - NOIJAIAE -CREjTED 04-26-?,2

047 RVAt.: A APIOCF TrO FAR~

PELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATTVE
APSOLUTE ;')EoUr:Cy FRE0UENCY ALj rkro

CATEGORY LAPEL COOF FRLnlj7-ENcY (PERCCt T) (PERCEN7) (PERCE'.-P

YES 1 li62.4 '62.4 62.4

n Fo2 67 37 0 . 37,6 1000 C
- - - ------ -- - -

TOTAL 176 100.0 10000

MAEAN 19376 STU EPR o.03f6 MEDIAN 10702
*MODE 16000 STUb Ev 09486 VARIANCE 0OP36

KURTosSs -19755 SKEWNESS 0.515 RANGE1.0
RINIHLUM 1.9000 MAX IMUm 2.n0

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0



'IMPDRTAN;CE OF HISTO1ICAL STUDY IN MILITAPY COURSES bY OFrICERS PAGE 54

k.426-82 FILE - NOIJAo:f - CREATED 04-26-42

048 Srf,'.TEI WAr A;-i POLITICS

PELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AtS()OLUTE FlEOUCNCY FPEOUEN:Y ADJ rRrO

CATEGORY LAFFL CrOE FRLCUZ.JCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCENT)

XES 1 .5 47.8 48.0 48.0

RD P 51.7 52,, l0O.

OUT OF RAKGF 1 0.6 MISSING 100.C

TOTAL 17a 100.,' I00,

REAN 1.520 STD tRR 0.030 MEDIAN 1.538

RODE 2,OOO STL, DEv 0.501 VARIANCE 0,251

KURTOSIS -2,017 SKEWNESZ -0.080 PA14GF 1.000

PINIMUM 19000 MAXI PU .I 29000

VALID CASES 177 MISSING CASES I

*14



IMPURTANCE rF HISTORICt.L ST~j
y  I M1,ITARY conRSrS BY nFriCEps PAGE 55

04"26-02 FILE - NO4AmF - CREATED 04-2
6 -92

049 MATLnFF& A6bRICA MILITARY HISTORY

, ELATIVF ADJUSTEn CUMULATIVE

AtSOLUTE FREOUENCY FREOUENCY ADJ FRO

CATEGORY L.RFL COZE FPEOUEtCY (PERCENJT) (PERCENT) (PEqCijT)

XES 1 9 5.1 51 5.1

NO0 2 lc( 94.' 94*9 100.0

TOTAL 17e 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1*949 STU. tRP r..016 MEr)IAN 19973

MODE 2.000 5TU DEV 0.220 VARIANCE 0v04r,

KURTOSIS 15.291 SKEWNESS -4.13B RANGE 1000

RINIMUM 1,000 MAXIMUI. 2.000

VALIO CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

Ii

I



IMPORTAI.CE or HISTORIC4L STUDY I: MILITARY COURSES BY OFrICERS PAGE 56

04-26-82 FIjE - NONAME - CREkTED 04-26-82

- 050 liumEN$SON': THE PATTON PAPEQS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AbSnLUTE Fr-EOUE"1CY FREOUE4CY ADJ FREQ

CATEGORY LAAFL CouE FREOUrJCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERC?!T )

XES 1 4' 22.5 22.5 22.5

2 13r 77*F 77,5 100.0

- - - - - --- - - -

TOTAL 175 100.0 100.0

REAtI 1,775 STD tRA 0.031 MEDIAN 1.P55

MODE 2,000 STU UEv 0.419 VARIA4CE 0.175

KURTOSIS -0.233 SKEWt4ESS -1.330 RANGE 10000

AINIMUM 1,000 MAXIMUM 2,000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

iii
ini

J



7PPORTAtrF OF HISTORICAL STUDY I' MILITARY COURSES BY OFrICEPS PAGE 17

: "4-26-82 FILE - NONAME - CRE4TED 04-26-B2

051 SOTT; THE ADt.ED FORCES OF TH! USSR

PELATIVr ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ASSOL.UTE FPEOUENCY FREGUENCY ADJ F~rO

CATEGn'Y LFrL CODE FPEOLJEtCY (PE CCNT) (PERCENT) (PERC"-NT)

XES i B 10.1 10.1 10.1

C 2 1 89.9 89.9 100.0

TOTAL 178 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1 8E99 STD EPP 09023 MEDIAN 1@94

MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0302 VARIANCE 00091
KURTOSIS 591 7 9 SKEWNESS -2o669 RANGE 1000

AINI UM ,0Oo MAXIMUM 2.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

. . ... . . . .. . . . ..r . . . . .

__ _ .. . .1_,. -_: _



i TMPORTAt;E Or HIST;k1CtL STUDY I. M1L.IT R Y COLISrs ,Y 0F"1CE S PACE 5 ,

I D-26-82 FILE - ijOiAmE - : . 04-26-S2

052 K04: EAGLE A11V SWOPD

T LATI'V ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ADSOLUTE FEOJr:,CY FREOUE:ICY ADJ rCQ

CATEGORY LAP.L CotE FREOL'riJCY W nRCU'YT) (PERCEQT) (PERC..")

YES 1 5.1 5.1 5.1

RO 2 1 6 94o9 94.9 1O 0.,9

TOTAL l?E 103., 100.0

IEAN 1 .949 STU E 'P 00016 MEDIAN 19973

PiODE ?.o0o STU uEv r".22(. VARIAN'E 09 l P

KURTOSIS 159291 SKEWNESS •4*13t! RANGE 1.000

IINIMUM 1 ,000 MAX IMUI 2,000

VALID CASE
S  178 MISSING CASES 0

I

4

t .

. __



IMPDRTA14E gF HISITOICkL STL'rY I' kilIT".Y C0OL)R5 5.y orIcEFs PA e'E

e*'-26-82 FILE - Nt4AmF - CREA~TED 04-426-E2

053 WFSTmOREL.AND A SOLUTE' S AEPo0'T

PELATIVE hDJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AE3S01..LTE F'EOUTrhCY FREQUENCY Abj FR7

CATEGORY LAPEL CoU)E FRE0UTNCY (F-EPCE",JT) (PERCENT) (PERCr.4T)

JES 
74 41.6 42.3 42.3

2 1 c 5697 S7 a7 10o. 0

OUT OF RAt.GF 3 107 MISS!JC 100. v
-- - - ----- -

- .PEAI4 
1,57T STU, tRR oeQ37 MEDI:AN 1.634

MODE 2.000 STD rDEv 0.495 VARIANCE 0,245

*KURTOSIS -11,923 SKEwNESS -09315 RANGE 1,000

PIN IMOM 1,000 MAXIMUM 2,000

*VALID CASES 175 MISSING CASES 3



IMPORTAt-CE Or HIST0ICtL STUDy I*: MILITLP'Y CSUPSrS 5Y OFr-ICEPS PAGE 6C

04-26-82 FILE - N0IWAME C REATED 04-26-8Z

054 1IISTORV TA)GPT: UZM.-r-TC

RELATIVE 4DJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AUS0ITE FFRE0IJFWCY FREQUFNCY AD~J Frr

CATEGORY LAPEL CnUE FREQUE14CY CPERC'.IT) (PERCENT) (PERcrhjT)

REQUIRED CVIIRSF:S 6 ~ agog 89.9 e9*9

ELECTIVE COUJRSES 1.-1 11 gic1

*INTEGREATE- IN~ OTHERS 3 16 901- 980 100.0"

TO TML 17-3 10r). I 0.

MEAN 20191 STD ERR r,o3 MEDIAN io.,56

FCIDE 10000 STb DEV jSC VAPIANC-E 0#33r,

KURTOSIS 59S64 SKEWNESS 2.775 RANGE *OF

FlINI mum 19000 MAX IMUMI 3,000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASE-S 0



IMPOPTAt.CE rF p1ST0RICtL STUD~Y I MIjT, Y CwUqE Ev )FrICFZS PASE E

104-26-82 FIL.E - I4NAmE -CRE4 TED 04-26-62

0r.5 HISTn~y TAIIGMT: A:)VAt!Cr: couRsrs

rELATIV!E ADJUSTED CUMU4LLATIVE

AkSOtLUTE FIPEoU7NcY FREOUEN~CY ADJ rpr

CATEGORY LAPIFL CDLE FRE:OUE1CY (PERCENT) (PERCEN~,T) (PERC!IJ')

PEQUIRED COURSFS 1 132 7402 74.2 74.2

ELECTIVE C0lurS!: 2 2:, .11.2 11.2 8.

7NTEGPEATE 1!4 OTHERS 3 25 240c 14.0i 99.4

NOT TAUGPT 4 0.6 0.6 100.0 C
------- - - -

TUTAI. 176 100.0 10090

P.EAI 1,410 STU ERr~ 0.056 MEDIAN 1,174

P ODE 1,000 STUi oEv 0@74C VARIANCE 09560

KURTOSIS O*F83 SKuwN4ES; 10540 RANGF 34,COO

~1 NI KIM 1,0000 MAXIli~h 4.000

VALID CASES 178 MjISSING CASES U



IMPORTANCE OF HISTORICAL STUDY 1 M4LITMIRY COURSES By OFrICERS PAGE 62

04-26-82 FILE - NOt AME - CREATED 04-26-?2

056 HIST r Y T4JGHT: CGSC

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ABSDLtJTE FPEOIJrNCY FREOUEN 'Y ADJ FkF0
CATEGORY LAPEL CO[,E FREOI.1r?4 CY (PErCrqT) (PERCENT) (PERCEFT)

REOUIRED COURSES 1 l19 66,9 66.9 66.9
ELECTIVE C LRS!ES 2 2, 15.7 ,5.7 s2.6

INTEGREATE IN OT 4ERS 3 31 17.4 17.4 100.0

TOTAL 173 10090 1000

REAN 19506 STU ERR 09050 MED)IAN 19248
RODE lo.00 STD nEv 0.776 VARIANCE OE602
KURTOSIS -OA03 SKEWNIESS lv120 PANGE 29000
*PINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

.4



IMPORTANCE Cr HISTORICAL STUCY I' MILIT-RY COURSES LY nFrICEPS PAGE 63

C4-26-82 FILE - NDoiAmE - CREATED 04-26-?2

05' HISTORY TAJGHT! WAR COLLEG7

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ABSO.UTC FQEoUCNCY FPEQUENCY ADJ rRro

CATEGORY LAPEL CO[LE FRLOUEkCY cPERCF!.T) (PERCENT) (PERCrfT)

REQUIRED COURSES 1 94 52.8 52.8 52.8

ELECTIVE COUPSFS 2 51 28.7 28.7 81.5

INTEGREATE IN oTHERS 3 33 l.5 18.5 100.0
- - - - - - - - - -

TOTAL 173 O0o0C 10O0O

REAN 19657 STD ERR 0.058 MEDIAN 10447

RODE 1000 STL bEv 0.774 VARIANCE 0059q

KURTOSIS -leClo SKEWNESS 00680 RANGE 2#000

OINIMUM 1tooo MAXIMUm 3.000

VALID CASES 178 :4ISSING CASES 0

i .

L r



7MPOrTANCE rr HISTOPICAL STUI' y I' MILIT;.RY C' LIP5FS By nFrICErS PAGE 64

04-26-82 FILE - NODNAlE - CRE.TED 04-.26-62

58EXTrNT OF CONTACT wiTi; MH FE: ~ YFE:NY Ai

fPELATIVF ADJUST70 CUMULATIVE

CATEGORY LtPFL CooE FRE0UEIjCY crPEPCNT) (PERCENT) (PpCr,.T)

NODNE 1o 50 .

I K1401. ITS TLiEP[ 2 37 16 16.c9 21.9

FAMILIAP %%T~q 3 105 51)9 59so 80o.9

OUXTE KNOVLFr.GEA:-LF 4 1,9.0 9* p

WORKED WITH- 5 13 110.1 10,1 100.0
- - - - - - - - - - -

TOTAL 17S! 100.0 100.00

PEAN -3.022 STCU ER 0007C MEDIAN *~

PODE 3.0,00 sTu uEv Oo932 VARIANC~E 0.871)

KURTOSIS r)0607 SKUWNEss o.336 PA14GE 49000

MIIN IMIJ t. 1,000c M A X I MU I S0 0 0

VALID' CAS[E Q 041SSI MG CAS7S 0



1t4PO~RANCE OF HIdSTOPICAL STUDY I" MILITA.RY COURSES BY OFrICERS PAGE 65

0 94-26-82 FILE - NONAME - CREATED 04-26-82

059 ATTENDED: PERSPECTIVES MILITAPY HISTOnY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ABSCILUTE FtEOLi'F Cy FREOUENCY ADJ FREe

CATEGORY LAREL Co[rE FREOU!:IJCY (PERCFNT) (PERCENT) PERCrtT)

9 1 57 32.0 32.0 32.0

2 34 19.1 191 51.1

e 3 39 21.9 21.9 73.0

4 2 11.2 11.2 84.3

4 5 13 7.3 7.3 91.6

O6 15 8.4 8.4 100.0
S OR MORE -- - - -------. . . . .

TPTAL 178 100.0 100.0

REAN 2,600 STU ERR O120 MEDIAN 2954?

RODE 1.000 STU DEV 1.596 VARIANCE 250

KURTOSS -0.599 SKEWNESS 0.672 RANGE 5O00

PINIMUM 1,000• MAXIMUM 6,000

VALID CASES j78 MISSING CASES 0

I

* I



IMPORTAhCE nr HIST~kICAL STUDY I.: MILIT.rTY COjRSrs BY OFrICERS PAGE 66

D4-26-82 FILE - NONA, E -C RETED 04-26-e2

0.M Nb+UMER OF ADVMNCE CDURSES TAKriJ

PELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE
AtSOLUTE FfEtUEDUCY FPEOUENCY ADJ r r

C 'ATEGORy LAREL CPtE FREOUr:jCy (PEPcruJT) (PERCENT) (PERCrf:T)

I 2 OR 0 19 10.7 10.7 10.7

2 11 6.2 6.2 16.9

3 60 33.7 33.7 50.6

4 6? 35.4 35,4 86.0

5 19 10.7 10.7 96ot

6 OR MORE 6 6 3-4 3.4 100.0

TOTAL 17- 100.0 100.0

MEAN 3.393 STU tRP 0.090 MEDIAN 3.483
PODE 4O000 STU DEV 1.194 VARIANCE 1,426
KURTOSIS 0,046 SKEWNESS -19319 RANGE 1942

RINIM4 . Oo MAXIMLim 6.000

VALID CASES 178 MISSING CASES 0

:.1

*4

-I



IMPORTAI,.CE tlF HISTorICAL S'tUtY 11i MIL.IT4.RY CURSES 6Y 0P:1TCERS PAIJE C7

04-2-82FIL.E -. WOtJAt4E - CREATED 04-26-82J

061 ~ tAfrFR OF ADV0O'tE COURSES WITH HISTfl~Y

PELATIVE ADJUSTCD CUMULATIVE
APSrJLIJTE FPEOfJCY FPEOUENJCY ADj FrrG

CATEGORY LAPEL ColE) rREOUE14CY (PERCFIJT) (PERC!NI (PprI

B1 127 71e3 71.3 71.3

2 42 23.6 23.6 94.9

3 9 5.1 5o.1 10000
-- - - --------

TOTAL. 17E, 100.0 1000c)

tlEAN 1.337 STU~ ERR oe043 MEDIAN4 1.201
PODE 1,000 ST D DEV 0.571 VARIAN~CE 0.326
KURTOSIS 1&259 SKLWNESS 1.494 RA14GE
0AINIMUM 1,000 MAXIMUMI 39000

VALID CASES 17ta MISSING CASES 0



I mP UP T At. E nr t*II$To kI C1L STwDY I'' M IL I T.Y COURSE~ By OF rI CE"S PAIE 6 r

*04-26-82 FILL - NOIJAmE - CREATED 04-26-32

*062 !tNTEGATITO. OF 141LITAPY H!STO7 Y MATERIAL

RELATIVE ADJUST:D CUJMULATIVE

AE5DI..UTE F-,E0UESNCY FREOUFNCY ADJ rpro
CATEGORY LAFFL Cr;,E FRFOUE14CY (pcpcrEI.!) CPERCEN ) (PEPC7'JT)

UIGHLY EFFECTIVE S 20L5 2.8 2.5

EFFEtTIVr 51 28o7 25.7 31.5

REUTRAL 3 4726.4 26.4 57.9

INEFFECTIV7 4 52 29.2 29.2 87.1

A FAILUPE 5 3-10.1 10.1 97.2

CAN'T REMEMPER 6 5 2.8 2.8 100.0

TOT.L 17-10000 1000

AEAN 3e236 STU ERR 00085 MEDIAN 30202
RODE 49000 STU DEv 1.140 VARIANCE li330
KURTOSIS -09534 SKCEWNESS o.2BG RANGE 5.000

1 ZfNZMUM I000) MAX I4LJ 6 0 0

VALID CASES 178 MISS7NG CASES D



7MPURTA4CE or HISTOkICAL STuD*v 1; MIiLITi.PY C-ijRS F S BY OrrICERS PAGE

I 04-26-82 FILE - WOJNAMF - :REATED C4-26-32

2 063 CPFATE OPt.'S MILITAPY iiST]-ft SPECIALTY

tPELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AbSOL.UTE FPEOE'4CY FREOUENCY ADJ rPr0

CATEGORY LAPFL COUF FREOUEIJCY ( PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCrN')

FAVOR 1 24 13.5 13.6 13,6

OPPOSr !Z 61 . 62.1 75.7

RO FEELINGS 3 43 24.2 Z4.3 100.0

OUT OF RAKF 1 0.6 MISSINr 100.0

TOTAL 17- 100c 1 _00,0

MEAN 20107 STU EPR cj0046 MEDIAN 2,086

MODE 2.000 STU bEV 00608 VARIANE 09369

KURTOSIS -o.316 SKEwNES$ -0.055 RANGE 20000

I1 INIMUM 1o000 MAX I MUIl. 3,000

VALID CASES 177 fISSIt G CASES 1

*1 i



IMPORTANCE Or HISTORICAL STUDY I'! MILITAPY COURSES BY OFrICERS PAGE 70

04-26-e2 FILE - NOtNAME - CREi-TED 04-26-82

064 INTEREST IK MILITAPY tIISTORf SPECIALTY

RCLATIVF ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ABSOLUTE FPEOUENCY FREOUENCY ADJ FREO

CATEGORY LAEL C0mE rREQUt4CY (PE:RCENT) (PERCEN-) (PERCrt4T)

NOT OUALIFIFD I 75 42.1 42.4 42.4

* 0UALIrxEr.1NTERgTEr) 2 5. 5ob 46.0

OUALIF!ED-NO INTERST 3 32 21.3 21.5 69.5

NOT ArPLICAbfLE 4 5 30s3 30*5 100.0

* OUT OF RANGE 1 0.6 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 178 106 100.0

PEAN 2&401 STD tRP 0.098 MEDIAN 2*592

RODE 1,000 STU DEV 1,307 VARIANCE 1707

KURTOSIS -1#747 SKEWj'ESS 0905c. RANGE 3,000

AINImUm 1,000 14AX IMUf. 4.000

VALID CASES 177 MISSING CASES I

II



7MPORTAtNCE OF HISTORICAL STUDy I": MILITARY COURSES BY nFrICERS PAGE 71

04-26-82 FILE - NONAME - CRE&TED 04-26-82

065 INTEREST IN mIL HIST SDEC "PRnTECTED"

FPELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

AbSOLUTE FrEQUENCY FREOUENCY ADJ FREU

CATEGORY LAPEL COuE FREOUI:4CY (PERCrNT) (PERCENT) (PERCrNT)

YES 1 24 13.5 13.6 13.6

RO 2 113 63. 63.9 77.4

ROT APPLIABLE 3 4o 22.5 22.6 100.0

OUT OF RANGF 1 0.6 MISSINC 100.0

TOTAL 17E 100an 1O0

MEAN 29090 STU ERR 0.045 MEDIAN 2T071
RODE 2,000 STU DEV 0.596 VARIANCE 0*355

KURTOSIS -0.198 SKEWNESS -O.030 RANGF 2,000

AINIMUM 1,000 MAXIMUI 3.000

VALID CASES 177 MISSING CASES 1

" !1
.4!

I



1VPL 1'rA'.CL rr HI1STOICAL STUDY I" MILITArY COURSES BY OFriCERS 
PAGE 72

04-2-82FILE - NOIIAME - CREATED 04-26-82

066 rFrECTIVE;jFSS OF MIL HIST RES'URCES

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUMULATIVE

ABSOLUTE FPEOUENCY FREOUENCY ADJ FRFO

tATEGORY L~rfL COLE FREQUEtNCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCFNT)

DO NOT KNCV 1 46 27.0 27*1 27.1

OPT I Um 2 2 1. 1 1 28.2

ADEQUATE 3 26 14.6 14.7 42,9

POOR 4 101 56.7 57.1 100.0

OUT OF RAIGF 
1 0.6 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 178 100.0 100.0

PEAN 39C17 STD ERR ODO7 MEDIAN 39624

MODE 1000 STL !EV 1,295 VARIANCE 19676

KURTOSIS -1l107 SKEWNESS -00795 RANGF 3.000

PINIMUM 19000 MA XIUII 4,000

VALID CASES 177 MISSING CASES

-z

tI

IJ
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